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Correspondence  respecting  British  and  American  Claims  arising 
out  of  the  late  Civil  War  in  the  United  States. 


No.  1. 

Mr.  Adams  to  Lord  Stanley. — (Received  September  18.) 

My  Lord,  Legation  of  the  United  States,  London,  September  17,  1866. 

I  HAVE  the  honour  to  transmit  to  your  Lordship  a  copy  of  a  note  addressed 
to  me  by  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  together  with  the  summary 
therein  referred  to,  which  J  have  been  instructed  to  present  to  you  for  the  consi- 
deration of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

I  pray,  &c. 
(Signed)  CHARLES  FRANCIS  ADAMS. 


lnclosure  1  in  No.  1. 

Mr.  Seward  to  Mr.  Adams. 


Sir,  Department  of  State,  Washington,  August  27,  1866. 

YOU  will  herewith  receive  a  summary  of  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States 
against  Great  Britain  for  damages  which  were  suffered  by  them  during  the  period  of 
our  late  civil  war,  and  some  months  thereafter,  by  means  of  depredations  upon  our 
commercial  marine,  committed  on  the  high  seas  by  the  "Sumter,"  the  "  Alabama," 
the  "  Florida,"  the  "  Shenandoah,"  and  other  ships  of  war,  which  were  built,  manned, 
armed,  equipped,  and  fitted  out  in  British  ports,  and  dispatched  therefrom  by  or 
through  the  agency  of  British  subjects,  and  which  were  harboured,  sheltered,  provided 
and  furnished  as  occasion  required,  during  their  devastating"  career,  in  ports  of  the 
realm,  or  in  ports  of  British  Colonies  in  nearly  all  parts  of  the  globe. 

The  Table  is  not  supposed  to  be  complete,  but  it  presents  such  a  recapitulation 
of  the  claims  as  the  evidence  thus  far  received  in  this  Department  enables  me  to 
furnish.  Deficiencies  will  be  supplied  hereafter.  Most  of  the  claims  have  been  from 
time  to  time  brought  by  yourself,  as  the  President  directed,  to  the  notice  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  made  the  subject  of  earnest  and  continued  appeal. 
That  appeal  was  intermitted  only  when  Her  Majesty's  Government,  after  elaborate 
discussions,  refused  either  to  allow  the  claims,  or  to  refer  them  to  a  Joint  Claims 
Commission,  or  to  submit  the  question  of  liability  thereinto  any  form  of  arbitration 
The  United  States,  on  the  other  hand,  have  all  the  time  insisted  upon  the  claims  as 
just  and  valid.  This  attitude  has  been,  and  doubtlessly  continues  to  be,  well 
understood  by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  considerations  which  inclined  this 
Government  to  suspend  for  a  time  the  pressure  of  the  claims  upon  the  attention  of 
Great  Britain  were  these : 

The  political  excitements  in  Great  Britain,  which  arose  during  the  progTess  o 
the  war,  and  which  did  not  immediately  subside  at  its  conclusion,  seemed  to   render 
that  period  somewhat  unfavourable  to  a  deliberate  examination  of  the  very  grave 
questions  which  the  claims  involve. 

The  attention  of  this  Government  was,  during  the  same  period,  largely  engrossed 
by  questions  at  home  or  abroad  of  peculiar  interest  and  urgency.  The  British 
Government  has  seemed  to  us  to  have  been  similarly  engaged.  These  circumstances 
have  now  passed  away,  and  a  time  has  arived  when  it  is  believed  that  the  subject 
may  receive  just  attention  in  both  countries. 

The  principles  upon  which  the  claims  are  asserted  by  the  United  States  have 
been  explained  by  yourself  in  an  elaborate  correspondence  with  Earl  Russell  and 
Lord  Clarendon.  In  this  respect,  there  seems  to  be  no  deficiency  to  be  supplied  by 
this  Department.  Thus  if  it  should  be  the  pleasure  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
revert  to  the  subject  in  a  friendly  spirit,  the  materials  for  any  new  discussion  on 
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your  part  will  be  found  in  the  records  of  your  Legation,  properly  and  duly  prepared 
for  use  by  your  own  hand.  It  is  the  President's  desire  that  you  now  call  the  atten- 
tion of  Lord  Stanley  to  the  claims  in  a  respectful,  but  earnest  manner,  and  inform  him 
that,  in  the  President's  judgment,  a  settlement  of  them  has  become  urgently  necessary 
to  a  re-establishment  of  entirely  friendly  relations  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain. 

This  Government,  while  it  thus  insists  upon  these  particular  claims,  is  neither 
desirous  nor  willing  to  assume  an  attitude  unkind  or  unconciliatory  towards  Great 
Britain.  If  on  her  part  there  are  claims,  either  of  a  commercial  character,  or  of 
boundary,  or  of  commercial  or  judicial  regulation,  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
esteem  important,  to  bring  under  examination  at  the  present  time,  the  United  States 
would,  in  such  case,  be  not  unwilling  to  take  them  into  consideration  in  connection 
with  the  claims  which  are  now  presented  on  their  part,  and  with  a  view  to  remove  at 
one  time,  and  by  one  comprehensive  settlement,  all  existing  causes  of  misunder- 
standing. 

In  asking  an  early  attention  to  the  subject,  it  is  supposed  that  you  may,  with 
propriety,  dwell  upon  some  of  its  important  features,  which,  although  they  have 
heretofore  been  indicated  by  you,  may,  nevertheless,  not  hitherto  have  sufficiently 
engaged  the  attention  of  the  British  Government. 

In  the  beginning  of  the  year  1861,  the  people  of  the  United  States  had,  by 
means  of  commercial  enterprise  at  home  and  abroad,  built  up  and  realized  the 
enjoyment  of  a  foreign  trade,  second  only  among  the  nations,  and  but  little  inferior 
to  that  of  Great  Britain.  They  had  habitually  refrained  from  wars,  and  especially 
from  intervention  in  the  political  affairs  of  other  nations.  Mutual  recollections  of 
ancient  conflicts  which  for  three-fourths  of  a  century  had  held  the  two  countries 
in  a  state  of  partial  alienation  and  irritation  had  subsided,  and  what  was  supposed 
to  be  a  lasting  friendship  had  been  established  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  ;  at  this  moment  a  domestic  disturbance  arose  in  our  country,  which  although 
it  had  severe  peculiarities,  yet  was  in  fact  only  such  a  seditious  insurrection  as  is 
incidental  to  national  progress  in  every  State. 

In  its  incipient  stage,  it  was  foreseen  here  that  the  insurgents  would,  as  in  all 
cases  insurgents  must,  appeal  to  foreign  States  for  intervention.  It  was  supposed 
that  their  appeal,  if  successful  anywhere,  would  be  successful  in  Great  Britain, 
popularly  regarded  in  both  countries  in  one  sense  as  a  kindred  nation,  in  another 
sense  as  a  rival,  and  in  a  third,  by  reason  of  great  expansion  of  manufacture,  a 
dependent  upon  the  cotton-planting  interest  of  the  Southern  States,  which  were  to 
become  the  theatre  of  the  insurrection.  It  was  foreseen  that  British  intervention, 
even  though  stopping  many  degrees  short  of  actual  alliance,  or  even  of  recognition  of 
the  insurgents  as  a  political  power,  must  nevertheless  inevitably  protract  the  appre- 
hended civil  war,  and  aggravate  its  evils  and  sufferings  on  the  land,  while  it  must 
materially  injure,  if  not  altogether  destroy,  our  national  commerce. 

When  the  insurrection  began,  the  United  States  believed  themselves  to  hold  a 
position  and  prestige  equal  in  consideration  and  influence  to  that  of  any  other 
nation  ;  and  it  was  foreseen  that  foreign  intervention  in  behalf  of  the  insurgents, 
even  to  the  extent  only  of  recognizing  them  as  a  belligerent,  must  directly,  and 
more  or  less  completely,  derogate  from  the  just  and  habitual  influence  of  the 
Republic.  It  was  foreseen  that,  should  the  insurgents  receive  countenance,  aid,  and 
support,  in  any  degree,  from  Great  Britain,  the  insurrection  might  he  ripened  under 
such  influences  into  a  social  war,  which  would  involve  the  life  of  the  nation  itself. 
The  United  States  did  not  fail  to  give  warning  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
the  American  people  could  not  be  expected  to  submit  without  resistance  to  the 
endurance  of  any  of  these  great  evils,  through  the  means  of  any  failure  of  Great 
Britain  to  preserve  the  established  relations  of  peace,  amity,  and  good  neighbourhood 
with  the  United  States. 

The  earnest  remonstrances  thus  made  seem  to  the  United  States  to  have 
failed  to  receive  just  and  adequate  consideration.  While  as  yet  the  civil  war  was 
undeveloped,  and  the  insurgents  were  without  any  organized  military  force  or  a 
treasury,  and  long  before  they  pretended  to  have  a  flag,  or  to  put  either  an  armed 
ship  or  even  a  merchant- vessel  upon  the  sea,  Her  Majesty's  Government,  acting 
precipitately  as  we  have  always  complained,  proclaimed  the  insurgents  a  belligerent 
Power,  and  conceded  to  them  the  advantages  and  privileges  of  that  character,  and 
thus  raised  them,  in  regard  to  the  prosecution  of  an  unlawful  armed  insurrection, 
to  an  equality  with  the  United  States.  This  Government  has  not  denied  that  it 
was  within  the  sovereign  authority  of  Great  Britain  to  assume  this  attitude ;  but, 


on  the  other  hand,  it  insisted  in  the  beginning,  and  has  continually  insisted,  that 
the  assumption  of  that  attitude,  unnecessarily  and  prematurely,  would  be  an 
injurious  proceeding-  for  which  Great  Britain  would  immediately  come  under  a  full 
responsibility  to  justify  it,  or  to  render  redress  and  indemnity.  The  United  States 
remain  of  the  opinion  that  the  proclamation  referred  to  has  not  been  justified  on 
any  ground  of  either  necessity  or  moral  right,  and  that,  therefore,  it  was  an  act  of 
wrongful  intervention,  a  departure  from  the  obligations  of  existing  Treaties,  and 
without  sanction  of  the  law  of  nations. 

Upon  a  candid  review  of  the  history  of  the  rebellion,  it  is  believed  that  Great 
Britain  will  not  deny  that  a  very  large  number  of  the  Queen's  subjects  combined 
themselves  and  operated  as  active  allies  with  the  insurgents,  aided  them  with 
supplies,  arms,  munitions,  men,  and  many  ships  of  war.  The  chief  reply  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  made  to  this  complaint,  has  been  that  they  appre- 
hended inconveniences  from  being  involved  in  the  contest,  unless  they  should 
declare  themselves  neutrals ;  and,  further,  that  they  did,  in  fact,  put  forth  all  the 
efforts  to  prevent  such  aggressions  by  British  subjects  which  the  laws  of  Great 
Britain  permitted. 

Without  descending  on  this  occasion  so  far  as  to  insist,  as  we  always  have 
insisted,  that  there  was  a  deficiency  of  energy  in  the  respect  adverted  to,  you  may 
remind  Lord  Stanley  that,  in  the  view  which  we  have  taken  of  the  subject,  the 
misconduct  of  the  aggressors  was  a  direct  and  legitimate  fruit  of  the  premature 
and  injurious  proclamation  of  belligerency  against  which  we  had  protested,  and 
that  the  failure  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  prevent  or  counteract  the 
aggressions  of  British  subjects  was  equally  traceable  to  the  same  unfortunate 
cause. 

When  the  municipal  laws  of  Great  Britain  proved  in  practical  application  to 
be  inadequate  to  the  emergency,  the  British  nation  omitted,  for  various  reasons 
which  seemed  to  us  insufficient,  to  revise  these  laws,  and  the  United  States  were 
left  to  maintain  a  conflict  with  a  domestic  enemy  which  British  sympathy,  aid,  and 
assistance  had  rendered  formidable,  and  in  which  British  subjects  continued 
throughout  to  be  active  allies,  without  any  effective  interposition  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

The  claims  upon  which  we  insist  are  of  large  amount.  They  affect  the 
interest  of  many  thousand  citizens  of  the  United  States  in  various  parts  of  the 
Republic.  The  justice  of  the  claims  is  sustained  by  the  universal  sentiment  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States.  Her  Majesty's  Government,  we  think,  cannot 
reasonably  expect  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  can  consent,  under 
such  circumstances,  to  forego  their  prosecution  to  some  reasonable  and  satisfactory 
conclusion.  This  aspect  of  the  case  is,  however,  less  serious  than  that  which  I 
have  next  to  present.  A  disregard  of  the  obligations  of  Treaties,  and  of  inter- 
national law,  manifested  by  one  State,  so  injurious  to  another  as  to  awaken  a 
general  spirit  of  discontent  and  dissatisfaction  among  its  people,  is  sure,  sooner  or 
later,  to  oblige  that  people,  in  a  spirit  of  self-defence,  if  not  of  retaliation,  in  the 
absence  of  any  other  remedy,  to  conform  their  own  principles  and  policy,  in  conduct- 
ing their  intercourse  with  the  offending  State,  to  that  of  the  party  from  whom  the 
injury  proceeds. 

Subsequently  to  the  time  when  Her  Majesty's  Government  disallowed  the 
claims  in  question,  and  determined  to  exclude  them  from  consideration,  a  part  of 
the  British  realm,  and  certain  of  the  British  North  American  Provinces,  became  the 
scenes  of  sedition,  threatening  insurrection  and  revolution  against  the  Government 
of  Great  Britain.  Native-born  British  subjects  residing  here,  some  of  whom  have 
been  naturalized,  and  more  of  whom  have  not  been  naturalized  in  the  United  States, 
sympathizing  in  those  revolutionary  movements,  attempted  to  organize  on  our  soil, 
and  within  our  jurisdiction,  auxiliary  land  and  naval  forces  for  invasions  of  Ireland 
and  Canada.  The  Government  of  the  United  States,  without  waiting  for  remon- 
strances, appeals,  or  protests  from  Her  Majesty's  Government,  effectively  put  their 
municipal  laws  into  execution,  and  prevented  the  threatened  invasions. 

Thus  we  have  seen  ruinous  British  warlike  expeditions  against  the  United 
States  practically  allowed  and  tolerated  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  notwith- 
standing remonstrance  ;  and  we  have  seen  similar  unlawful  attempts  in  this  country 
against  Great  Britain  disallowed  and  defeated  by  the  direct  and  unprompted  action 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

Her  Majesty's  Government,  we  think,  cannot  reasonably  object  to  acknowledge 
our  claims,  and  to  adopt  such  measures  as  will  assure  the  American  people  that 


their   friendly   policy   of  non-intervention    in   the  domestic  controversies  of  Great 
Britain  will  be  made  reciprocal  and  equal. 

I  observe,  finally,  that  the  United  Slates  and  Great  Britain  are  two  of  the 
leading  national  Powers  in  this  age.  The  events  of  the  last  five  years  have  conclu- 
sively proved  that  harmony  between  them  is  indispensable  to  the  welfare  of  each. 
That  harmony  has  been,  as  we  think,  unnecessarily  broken  through  the  fault  of 
Great  Britain  ;  nor  does  there  exist  the  least  probability  that  it  can  ever  be  com- 
pletely renewed  and  restored  unless  the  serious  complaint  which  you  are  now 
again  to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  British  Government  shall  be  amicably  and 
satisfactorily  adjusted.  Such  an  adjustment  would  be  acceptable,  we  think,  to  the 
friends  of  peace,  progress,  and  humanity  throughout  the  world  ;  while  the  benignant 
principles  upon  which  it  shall  be  based,  being  conformable  to  the  law  of  nations,  will 
constitute  a  guide  for  the  conduct  of  commercial  States  in  their  mutual  intercourse, 
which  will  everywhere  be  conducive  to  international  peace,  harmony,  and  concord. 

I  am,  &c. 
(Signed)  WILLIAM  H.  SEWARD. 


Inclosure  2  in  No.  1. 
Summary  of  Claims  of  Citizens  of  the  United  States  against  Great  Britain. 

THE  following  is  an  abstract  of  the  claims  filed  in  the  Department  of  State  by 
American  citizens,  native  and  naturalized,  for  damages  sustained  by  them  as  the  owners, 
mariners,  freighters,  or  insurers  of  duly  documented  American  ships,  captured  and 
destroyed,  or  appropriated,  by  the  officers  and  crew  of  the  steamer  "Alabama;"  and  as 
owners,  insurers,  or  otherwise  interested  in  the  cargoes  of  such  ships,  or  in  charter- 
parties,  for  the  services  of  such  ships. 

The  several  Insurance  Companies  named  as  claimants  are  corporations  organized  and 
doing  business  under  the  laws  of  the  several  States  in  which  they  are  respectively  located. 

The  ship  "  Lafayette"  (No.  1),  of  945ff  tons  burden,  registered  at  Portland,  Maine, 
— whereof  Clement  H.  Soule,  Enos  Soule,  Francis  B.  Soule,  deceased,  and  Alfred  T.  Small, 
of  Freeport,  Maine,  and  Hinchman  S.  Soule,  deceased,  of  New  Haven,  Conn.,  were  the 
sole  owners,  and  the  said  Alfred  T.  Small  was  master, — sailed  from  New  York,  October  20, 
1862,  with  a  cargo  of  corn,  wheat,  and  lard,  bound  for  Belfast,  Ireland;  was  captured  on 
the  25th  October,  1862,  and  burned  with  her  cargo  and  stores- — the  "  Alabama"  wearing 
British  colours  at  the  time  of  the  capture. 

Dols.     c. 
The  owners  claim  for  the  value  of  the  ship  and  freight  . .  . .  . .         98.978  68 

Captain  Small,  for  charts,  nautical  instruments,  books,  clothing,  &c.  ..  ..  513  25 

B.  E.  Clark,  W.  B.  Astor,  and  J.  B.  Hart,  constituting  the  firm  of  B.  E.  Clark,  and  Co., 

of  New  York  City,  for  1,498  grain  bags,  claim  . .  ...  . .  4,496   70 

The  barque  "  Elisha  Dunbar,"  registered  at  New  Bedford,  Mass., — whereof  William 
Watkins,  Edward  C.  Jones,  Caleb  Anthony,  Geo.  A.  Dunbar,  Ann  II.  Dunbar,  and 
George  A.  Watkins,  of  Newr  Bedford,  and  Benjamin  Ellis,  of  Fairhaven,  Mass.,  were 
owners, — sailed  from  New  Bedford,  August  25,  J  862,  with  outfit  for  a  whaling  voyage  of 
forty  months  in  the  Atlantic  and  Indian  Oceans.  After  taking  sixty-five  barrels  of 
spermaceti  oil  she  was  captured,  and  burned  September  18,  1862,  at  or  near  latitude 
39°  50'  north,  longitude  35°  20'  west. 

Dols.     c. 
The  owners  claim  for  the  value  of  the  barque,  outfit,  and  cargo,  and  for  the  loss  of  pro- 
spective catchings        ..  ..  .  . .  ..  ..       128,295     0 

They  admit  that  they  have  received  upon  policies  of  insurance  of  their  respective  interests        21,375     0 
(Which   may   be  claimed  by  the  insurers),  but  they   insist   that   their  claim   is  not 
impaired  or  diminished  by  their  assignments  to  the  underwriters. 

The  barque  "Parker  Cook,''  of  Boston,  136  tons  burden,  whereof  Edward  Habich  was 
sole  owner,  and  Thomas  M.  Fulton  was  master,  sailed  from  Boston,  November  13,  1862, 
laden  with  a  general  cargo,  belonging  to  the  said  Habich,  and  bound  for  Aux  Cayes. 
Captured  and  burned  November  17,  1862,  off  the  east  end  of  St.  Domingo,  bearing  south- 
south-east  about  twenty  miles  distant. 

Dols.  c. 
Damages  claimed  by  the  Manufacturers'  Insurance  Company  of  Boston,  as  assignees  of 

Habich  and  Fulton,  for  value  of  vessel               . .                    1 .                    .  .                   .  .           9,493  35 
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For  value  of  cargo  at  Aux  Cayes 

For  freight  list  of  the  barque 

Expense  of  master  and  crew  for  subsistence  and  passage  home 

Charts,  books,  &c,  lost  by  master 


1,625  29 
180  0 
485     0 


The  claim  of  the  owner  and  master  were  assigned  to  said  Insurance  Company  on  the 
26th  January,  1862,  in  consideration  of  17,100  dollars. 


The  ship  "  Virginia,"  of  346|-f  tons  burden,  registered  at  New  Bedford,  Mass., — 
of  which  William  Hathaway,  Jan.,  Joseph  Wing,  William  R.  Wing,  and  Mary  C.  Lace, 
the  executors  of  Matthew  Lace,  deceased,  viz.,  William  Hathaway,  jun.,  Edward  W.  How- 
land,  and  William  Penn  Howland,  all  of  New  Bedford  ;  Richard  C.  Nichols,  of  Boston ; 
Richard  G.  Luce,  of  Tilbury  :  Lorenzo  Smith  and  Benjamin  C.  Cromwell,  also  of  Tilbury  ; 
S.  W.  Carey,  administrator  of  Le  Roy  M.  Yule,  late  of  New  York  ;  Henry  Barling  and 
Abram  H.  JDavis,  of  New  York;  and  Edward  D.  Mandell,  of  New  Bedford,  executors  of 
Edward  Mott  Robinson^  late  of  New  York,  were  owners, — sailed  from  New  Bedford, 
August   26.    1862,    on   a  whaling   voyage,    and  was   captured    near   latitude   39°  north, 

longitude  34°  west. 

Dols.       c. 
The  owners  claim  for  value  of  barque  and  outfits,  and  of  the  fair  and  reasonable  cargo 

which  might  have  been  taken         ,  ...  . .  ..  ..        153,950     0 

Subject  to  deduction  for  amount  received  upon  policies  of  insurance   13,550  dollars,  for 
which  the  insurers  are  entitled  to  claim. 

The  bark  "Lauretta,"  284  tons  burden,  of  Boston, — whereof  Samuel  C.  Bailey  and 
Marshall  M.  Wells,  of  Bristol,  Maine  ;  Samuel  Lane,  Joseph  Teague,  and  Harriet  B.  Little, 
administratrix  of  Robert  M.  Little,  deceased,  and  Joel  Huston,  all  of  Damariscotta,  Maine ; 
and  William  Ropes,  of  Boston,  were  owners,  and  M.  M.  Wells  was  master, — sailed  from 
New  York,  October  25,  1862,  with  a  cargo  of  flour  and  staves  for  Madeira  and  Messina; 
was  captured  and  burned  with  cargo,  October  28,  1862. 

Dols.     c. 
The  owners  claim  for  value  of  the  barque  . .  . .  . .  . .         15,000     0 

The  ship  "Golden  Eagle,"  of  New  Bedford,  1,120  tons  burden,— whereof  Edward 
M.  Robinson,  H.  L.  Howard,  executrix  of  B.  L.  Howard,  deceased,  and  John  A.  McGaw, 
were  owners,  and  Edward  A.  Swift,  was  master, — sailed  from  Howland's  Island,  November  23, 

1862,  with    a   cargo    of  guano,    bound    to  Cork  for  orders;  was  captured  and   burned 
February  21,  1863,  near  latitude  29°  17'  north,  longitude  45°  15'  west. 

Dols.     c. 

The  owners  claim  for  the  value  of  the  vessel  the  sum  of  . .  . .  . .         36,000     0 

For  freight      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  „.        26,000     0 

Making  a  total  of   . .  . .  . .  . .  . .        62,000     0 

The  master  for  loss  of  personal  effects,  the  sum  of  . .  ...  .*  . .  1,165     0 

The  "Nora,"  of  Boston, — whereof  George  B.  Upton  and  George  B.  Upton,  jun.,  of 
Boston,  Massachusetts,  were  owners,  and  Charles  E.  Adams  was  master, — sailed  from 
Liverpool  for  Calcutta,  February  18,  1863,  under  charter  to  W.  E.  De  Matbos,  the  owners 
having  no   other  interest  in  the  cargo  than  their  lien  for  freight  ;   was  captured  March  27, 

1863,  in  latitude  1°  23'  north,  longitude  26°  30'  west,  and  burned. 

Dols.  c. 

The  owners  claim  for  value  of  ship  and  freight         . .  . .  . .  . .        80,000  0 

The  master  for  one  year's  salary  . .  .  .  . .  . .  . .  1,800  0 

For  clothing,  books,  charts,  &c.  ..  ..  ..  ,.  ..  1,700  0 

The  barque  "  Union  Jack,"  of  482ff  tons  burden, — whereof  Chas.  P.  Weaver,  of 
Braintree,    Mass.,    Benj.   F.    Delano,    Frederick    Chandler,    Charles   A.    Cousins,    Elisha 
H.  Ryder,  Maurice  M.  Pigott,  Albert  B.  Low,  William  H.  Haskins,  Henry   Pigeon,  Otis 
C.  Howe,  John  Howe,  jun.,   Samuel  Averill,  and  Edward  Johnson,  of  Boston,   Mass.  ; 
Norton  Pratt,  of  South  Braintree,  Mass.  ;  Luther  Robie,  of  Nashua,  N.  H.  ;  Louisa  Wilde, 
of  Boston,  and  John  Atkinson,  were  owners,  and  the   said  Chas.  P.  Weaver  was  master, — 
sailed  from  New  York,  March  28,    1863,  with  a  general    cargo,  bound   for   Shanghae, 
China,  on  the  3rd  of  May,  1853  ;   in  latitude  9°  40',  longitude  32°  30'  west,  was  captured 
and  burned,  with  cargo  and  stores. 

Dols.     c. 
The  owners  claim  for  value  of  ship  the  sum  of  . .  . .  . .        35,000     0 

For  balance  clue  on  charter-party  (with  premium  on  exchange  at  Shanghae,  where  payable)  6,000     0 

The  master,  for  instruments  and  personal  effects,  stores  for  crew,  expense  of  passage  and 

return  to  the  United  States  (with  premium  on  exchange  at  Shanghae)    . .  . .  2,720     0 

Charles  D.  Lewis,  of  New  York  City,  for  merchandize  destroyed  in  said  ship  (with  profits 

equal  to  exchange  on  Shanghae)    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  857  70 

Franklin  Knight,  of  New  York,  a  passenger,  for  loss  of  library,  clothing,  expenses,  and 

damages     .  ..  ..  .„  .„  ..  ..         10,015     0 

Byron  Binninger,  of  New  York,  also  a  passenger,  with  his  wife,  for  passage-money,  goods, 

expenses  and  time        ..  ..  ..  .,  ..  ..  ],7S2  83 

Charles  H.  Piatt,  of  New  York,  for  merchandize  lost  . .  . .  . .  739  48 

Geo.  A.  Potter,  of  New  York,  for  merchandize,  after  deduction  of  amount  received  from 

Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  the  sum  of  . .  . .  7,584  33 

The  Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  and  assignees  of  H.  F.  Vail, 

for  merchandize  lost  in  said  ship    ., .  ..  .,  ..  1,400     0 

The    Pacific    Mutual    Insurance    Company  of    New  York,  as    insurers    and  assignees  of 

J.  Cutter  Fuller,  of  New  York,  on  merchandize  lost  with  said  ship         . .  ,. .  1,822     0 
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The  ship   "  Alert,"  of  398£f  tons    burden,  registered   at    New   London,   Conn., — 
whereof  Samuel  Chureh  was  master,  and  part  owner,  and  Moses  H.  Grinnell,  and  Robert 
P.  Minturn,   of  the  city  of  New  York,  Richard  H.  Chappell,   Henry  P.   Havens,  Francis 
Allyne,  Robert  Coit,   Robert  H.  Glass,   Thomas   P.  Williams,   and  John  Clark,  of  New 
London;    Mrs.    Harriet    P.   Williams,   of  Norwich,   Conn.;   Edward  Church,  James    S. 
Rogers,  of  Montevideo,  all  native  citizens,  were  the  remaining  owners, — sailed  from  New 
London,  August  20,  1862,  on  a  sea-elephant  and  whaling  voyage,  to  the  waters  about  the 
Azore  Islands;  on  the  9th  September,  1862,  was  captured  off  the  Island  of  Flores,  and 
burned  with  her  entire  equipment  and  stores. 

Dols.     c. 
Moses  H.  Grinnell  and  Hubert  Minturn,  owners  of  one-eighth  of  the  ship,  and  who  were 

not  insured,  claim  for  loss  of  their  share  of  the  vessel  and  outfit  . .  . .  6,500     0 

The  remaining-  owners  of  seven-eighths  of  the  vessel  claim  for  their  interest  in  the  vessel, 

outfit,  and  oil  on  board  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  3,0,38  90 

Having  deducted    13,300  dollars  received  on   insurance,   which   is  claimed   by  the   under- 
writers, they  also  claim  for  their  damages,  bv  occasion  of  the  breaking  of  the  voyage       30,000     0 
The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  underwriters,  on  ship  and  outfit 

and  assignees  of  owners  insured,  claims  ..  ..  ..  ..        13,300     0 

The  barque  "Conrad,"  of  347ff  tons  burden,  registered  at  Philadelphia,  Penn., 
whereof  John  W.  Field,  of  that  city,  was  sole  owner,  sailed  from  Buenos  Ayres  June  7, 
1863,  laden  with  a  cargo  of  wool,  bound  for  New  York  ;  was  captured  June  19,  1863,  near 
latitude  25°  44'  south,  longitude  39°  51'  west,  was  armed  by  the  captors  and  used  as  a 
consort  or  tender  to  the  Alabama. 

Dols.  c. 
The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim,  as  underwriters  upon  the 

vessel,  and  as  assignees  of  the  owner                  ..                   ..                   ..                   ..  10,000  0 

Also,  as  insurers  of  R.  W.  Ropes  and  Co.,  of  New  York,  upon  part  of  the  cargo              ..  6,570  0 

The  said  R.  W.  Ropes  and  Co.,  for  loss  over  and  above  sum  received  of  insurers  . .  1 6,797  36 
The  Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  upon  part  of  cargo,  and 

assignee  of  Wm.  C.  Kirkland  aud  Van  Sacks,  of  New  York  City  . .  . .  37,205  0 
The   Columbian   Insurance   Company,  of  New  York,  as  reinsurers  of  tne    Sun  Mutual 

Insurance  Company  upon  part  of  the  risk  above  stated,  the  sum  of         . .                   . .  17,205  0 

The  ship  "  Thomas  B.  Wales,"  of  599ft  tons  burden,  registered  at  New  York, — 
of  which  Thos.  B.  Wales,  Geo.  B.  Wales,  and  Nathaniel  W.  Emmons,  all  of  Boston, 
Mass., — were  the  sole  owners,  sailed  from  Calcutta,  laden  with  passengers  and  a  cargo 
of  general  merchandise,  on  the  9th  of  June,  1862,  bound  for  Boston;  was  captured  and 
burned  November  8,  1862,  in  latitude  29°  north,  longitude  58°  west  (or  thereabouts),  with 
cargo  and  stores. 

Dols.     c. 
The  owners  claim  for  loss  of  ship,  cargo,  and  freight,  over  and  above  the  sums  received  by 

them  from  the  several  underwriters  on  policies  of  insurance  . 
The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  as  underwriters  upon  ship  aud  cargo 
The  Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company    . . 
(:        The  China  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  Boston 

The  Alliar.ce  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  Massachusetts 

J.  S-  Farlow  and  Co.,  of  Boston,  for  merchandize  burned  with  the  ship  . .  . .  911   40 

■  '      Geo.  H.  Fairchild,  a  passenger,  with  his  wife,  and  daughters,  and  servants,  and  for  personal 

effects,  stores,  and  expenses  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  4,400     0 

Joshua   B.  Atkins,  of  Provincetown,  Mass.,  first  mate,  for  charts  and  instruments,  mer- 
chandize on  private  venture,  wages,  &c,  the  sum  of  ..  ..  ..  1,450     0 

The  barque  "  Sea  Bride,"  of  447  tons  burden,  registered  at  Boston  and  Charleston, — 
whereof  Caleb  Eaton,  Abriel  Eaton,  Elbridge  G.  Choate,  and  Charles  F.  White,  of  Boston  ; 
Rosina  Clark,  administratrix  of  James  Clark,  deceased,  of  Charlestown,  Mass.;  David 
E.  Mayo,  of  Chelsea,  Mass.;  William  Currier,  Jonathan  Kenniston,  and  James  B.  Ken- 
niston,  of  Newburyport ;  Zenos  D.  Bassett,  Elisha  Bacon,  Wm.  S.  •Russell,  of  New  York  ; 
and  Elisba  Rider,  of  Boston,  were  sole  owners ;  and  said  Charles  F.  White,  master, — sailed 
from  New  York,  May  28,  1863,  with  a  general  cargo,  bound  for  Table  Bay,  Cape  of  Good 
Hope  j  was  captured  August  5,  1863,  within  Table  Bay,  and  the  owners  claim  in  British 
waters,  and  became  a  total  loss. 

Dols.  c. 

The  owners  claim  for  vessel,  equipment,  and  stores   .                   . .                   . .                   . .  30,000  0 

Amount  due  them  under  charter-party  to  Rufus  Greene  and  Co.,  of  Providence,  R.  I.     . .  10,500  0 

Charles  F.  White,  the  master,  for  personal  effects,  advanced  wages,  and  expenses  . .  3,393  0 
Rufus  Greene,  William  J.  Arnold,  and  Benjamin  R.  Arnold,  for  invoice  value  of  cargo, 

36,945  dols.  12  c,  and  for  damages  upon  non-arrival  at  port  of  destination,  8,500  dols. ; 

a  total  of   .                   ..                   ..                  ..                   ..                   ..                   ..  45,445  12 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  underwriters  of  shares  in  ship,  and 

freight  and  portions  of  cargo,  to  sundry  owners                     . .                   . .                   . .  29,300  0 

The  barque  "  Amazonian,"  of  480-j}|-  tons  burthen,  registered  at  the  port  of  Boston 
and  Charlestown,— whereof  Elisha  1-J.  Rider,  of  Chelsea,  Mass.;  David  E.   Mayo,  Ariel 
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Gove,  Winslow  Loveland,  Rosina  Clark,  administratrix  of  James  Clark,  deceased,  Maurice 
M.  Pigott,  Hiram  Baker,  Henry  A.  Baker,  of  Boston,  Mass. ;  John  F.  Cunent,  of  West 
Lynn,  James  Merrill,  Solomon  Littlefield,  Hiram  Littlefield,  Atkinson  Stannard,  Daniel 
C.  Rogers,  John  R.  Stannard,  Jonathan  Kingston,  and  Geo.  B.  Merrill,  of  Newburyport, 
Mass. ;  Christopher  Keith,  Ephraim  Keith,  and  Sylvester  K.  Small,  of  Chatham,  Mass.  j 
Zenos  D.  Basset,  Elisha  Bacon,  and  William  Russell,  of  the  city  of  New  York,  were 
owners,  and  the  said  Winslow  Loveland  was  master, — sailed  from  New  York,  April  22, 
1863,  laden  with  general  merchandise,  and  bound  for  Monte  Video  ;  was  captured  June  2, 
1863,  and  burned,  with  cargo  and  stores. 

Dols.     c. 
The  owners  claim  for  the  value  of  the  barque  32,000  dols.,  and  for  amount  due  on  a 

charter-party  of  it  to  Edward  F.Davidson,  of  New  York,  11,000  dols.,  making  a 

total  of     . . 
Winslow  Loveland,  master,  for  loss  of  nautical  instruments  and  clothing,  the  sum  of 
David  Mayo,  part  owner  and  former  master,  for  instruments,  stores,  and  advanced  wager,  . 
The  New  York  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  as  underwriters  upon  cargo 
The  Commercial  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  insurers  of  H.  D.  Cordova  and  Co.  . . 
The  same  Company,  the  New  York  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  and  the  Union  Mutual 

Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  assignees  and  reinsurers  of  the  Orient  Mutual 

Insurance  Company,  against  its  risks  taken  on  cargo  ..  ..  ..  8,156     0 

The  Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  of  cargo  for  sundry 

persons,  the  sum  of     . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  5,725     0 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  insurers  of  cargo  for  sundry  persons  ..         12,750     0 
Also  as  reinsurers  to  New  England  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  of  risk  on  cargo  . .         10,000     0 

To  Franklin  Insurance  Company  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  2,500     0 

The  Pacific  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  as  assignees  and  insurers  of  Henry  D.  Cordova 

and  Co.,  the  sum  of    ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  3,385     0 

The  barque  "  La  Fayette  "  (No.  2),  of  New  Bedford,  of  31  Off  tons  burthen,— whereof 
William  Lewis  was  master,  and  Ivan  H.  Bartlett,  Ivan  H.  Bartlett,  Jr.,  and  George  F. 
Bartlett,  of  New  Bedford,  were  managing  owners, — sailed  from  New  Bedford,  May  20,  1862, 
on  a  sperm  whaling  voyage,  with  provisions  for  twenty  months  ;  was  captured  on  the 
15th  April,  1863,  near  the  Island  of  Fernando  de  Noronha,  and  burned,  with  the  oil  on 
board  and  stores. 

The  owners  claim  for  ship  and  outfit 

For  oil  and  80  dols.  cash  on  board 

For  value  of  the  enterprise  in  the  probable  further  catcli  of  oil    . . 

William  Lewis,  master,  for  clothing,  instruments,  and  goods  in  private  venture,  the  sum  of 

George  F.  Bartlett,  part  owner,  for  goods  on  board  for  trading  purposes 

The  brig  "  Kate  Cosey,"  of  Westport,  in  the  collection  district  of  New  Bedford, 
Mass.,  of  320  tons  burthen, — whereof  Stephen  Flanders  was  master,  and  Alexander 
H.  Cosey,  of  Westport,  managing  owner, — sailed  from  the  port  of  Bravo,  October  13,  1862, 
on  a  whaling  cruize,  and  laden  with  whaling  stores;  was  captured  April  15,  1863,  near  the 
Island  of  Fernando  de  Noronha,  and  burned  on  the  17th  of  the  same  month. 

Dols.     c. 
The  owners  claim  for  the  value  of  the  brig,  outfit,  and  oil  on  board  . .  . .         27,800     0 

For  value  of  reasonable  prospective  catch  of  oil        ..  ..  ..  ..  1,820     0 

The  ship  "  Sea  Lark,"  registered  at  Boston,  of  973  tons  burthen, — whereof  W.  F.  Peck 
was  master,  and  Edward  Mott  Robinson,  of  New  York,  Samuel  G.  Reed,  of  Roxbury, 
Mass.,  and  Lyman  Grimes,  of  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  were  sole  owners, — sailed  from 
Boston  March  28,  1863,  laden  with  general  cargo,  and  bound  for  San  Francisco ;  was 
captured  May  3,  1863,  near  latitude  9°  30'  south,  longitude  31°  20'  west,  and  burned,  with 
its  cargo,  except  such  as  was  pillaged  by  the  captors. 

Dob.    c. 

Edward  M.  Robinson,  owner,  claims  for  the  value  of  uninsured  interest  on  ship  stores  and 

freight      ..                   ..                   ..                   ..                   ..                   ..                   ..  37,250  0 

Samuel  G.  Reed,  owner,  for  his  uninsured  share  of  outfit  and  freight              . .                   .  .  12,937  50 

Lyman  Grimes,  owner,  for  uninsured  share  of  outfit  and  freight    .                   ..          •  4,312  50 
The  Mercantile  Marine  Insurance  Company  of  Boston,  for  insurance  paid  on  share  (one- 
eighth)  of  Lyman  Grimes  in  the  ship                 . .                   . .                   . .                   . .  5,000  0 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  for  insurance  paid  on   share  (three- 
eighths)  of  S.  G.  Reed  in  the  ship    .                   . .                   . .                   . .                   . ,  15,000  0 

To  Clark  and  Wilbur,  and  W.  H.  Taylor,  on  cargo   .                   . .                   . .                   . .  3,720  0 

Ebenezer  B.  Philips,  of  Boston,  as  owner  of  part  of  cargo           . .                  . .                   . .  4,320  0 

The  Metropolitan  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  for  insurance  paid  Robert  Morris 

and  Co.  on  part  of  cargo                 . .                  . .                  . .                  . .                  . .  2,000  0 

Locke  and  Montague,  for  goods  on  board,  the  sum  of                  . .                  . .                  . .  458  98 

The   Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  for  loss  paid  to  D.  F.  White,  of 

Boston,  goods  to  the  value  of                             . .                  . .                  . .                  . ,  450  0 

Holmes,  Goodwin  and  Co.,  of  New  York,  for  goods  to  the  value  of                . .                  . .  3,656  6 

Dimon  Hatford,  of  Maiden,  Mas ?,  for  goods  to  the  value  of      ..                  ..                  ..  4,707  4 
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Dols.  c. 

Hostetter  and  Smith,  of  Pittsburg,  Penn.                  ..                  ..                  ..                  ..  71  0 

The  Washington  Insurance  Company,  of  Boston,  insurers  of  W.  Winson  and  Co.,  on  goods  11,675  0 

Insurers  of  Chas.  Soule,  jun.,  on  goods              ..                   ..                   ..                   ..  3,300  0 

Moses  Ellis  and  Philip  L.  Weaver,  of  San  Francisco,  on  merchandize            ..                   . .  11,929  27 

Robert  Morrison  and  Co.,  for  goods  over  and  above  insurance  (received  2,000  dols.  from 

Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  and  2,000  dols.  from  Metropolitan  Insurance 

Company  of  New  York)                   . .                   . .                   . .                   . .  ]  ,444  0 

Van  Winkle  and  Duncan,  of New  York,  on  merchandize              ..                   ..                   ..  698  34 

Daniel  L.  Perkins,  of  Oakland,  Cal.,  on  merchandize                    ..                   ..                   ..  530  0 

Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  of  cargo  of  R.  Morrison 

and  Co.,  and  others,  the  sum  of                           . .                   .  .                   . .                   . .  36,968  0 

The  New  England  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  as  insurers  of  sundry  owners  of  merchandize  12,174  0 
John  Wesley  Biittan,  Alexander  Dunbar,  Mc  Donald  and  Kimbal,  C.  Eldridge,  of  San 

Francisco  (J.  W.  Brittan  and  Co.),  merchandize                    ..                   ..                   ..  6,517  68 

Geo.  Osgood  and  James  Burgess  Stetson,  of  San  Francisco,  for  goods           . .                   . .  1,718  50 

(Over  and  above  1,000  dols.  received  for  insurance  from  Merchants'  Mutual  Insurance 
Company  of  San  Francisco.) 
Lewis  Hatch,  of  Boston,  Mass. ;  Isaac  Hatch  and  Jacob  Hatch,  of  San  Francisco,  for 

merchandize                  ..                   ..                   ..                   ..                   ..                   ..  1,077  50 

Pio  Bisagno,  Bartolomeo  and  Luigi  Bisagno,  of  San  Francisco,  for  goods  lost                   . .  735  26 

The  "  Talisman/'  of  New  York,  of  the  burthen  of  l,237jf  tons,  whereof  D.  H.  Howard 
was  master,  and  Geo.  Warren,  of  the  city  of  New  York,  and  Eben  B.  Crocker,  his  partner, 
were  (by  register  at  that  port)  the  sole  owners, — sailed  from  New  York  May  2,  1863,  laden 
with  coal  and  general  cargo  for  Shanghae ;  was  captured  by  the  "Alabama"  on  the 
5th  June,  1863,  near  latitude  14°  47'  south,  longitude  34°  7'  west,  and  burned,  with  cargo 
and  stores. 

Dols.  c. 
The  Pacific  Mutual   Insurance  Company,  as  insurers  of  merchandize  lost  on  board,  as 

assignees  of  Jno.  L.  Martin,  of  New  York,  175  dols. ;    of  Jas.  Spear,  of  Philadelphia, 

860  dols. ;  of  J.  Cutler  Faller,  of  New  York,  4,234  dols.,  making  a  total  of  . .  5,269     0 

The  New  York  Mutual  Insurance  Company  claim  damages,  as  assignee,  for  insurance  paid 

by  it  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..        15,094     0 

And  for  insurance  on  ship  of  Crocker  and  Warren,  to  whose  assignee,  Francis  Skiddy,  was 

paid  ..  ..  .  ..  ..  ..  ..        10,000     0 

Antoine  Daniel,  a  naturalized  citizen  of  Philipsburg,  Maine,  for  loss  of  personal  effects, 

a  private  adventure  of  merchandize  on  board    ..  ..  ..  ..  1,455     0 

Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  and  assignees  upon  cargo  of 

W.  H.  Fogg  and  Co.    .  ..'  ..  ..  ..  ..        16,907     0 

Upon  freight,  also,  of  W.  H.  Fogg  and  Co.  . .  . .  . .  . .  2,591     9 

The  Washington  Insurance  Company  of  Boston,  as  insurers  and  assignees  of  Stephenson, 

and  upon  the  property  of  Crocker  and  Warren,  the  sum  of   .  . .  . .        10,000     0 

Mrs.  J.  H.  Thayer,  of  Williamsburg,  New  York,  for  loss  of  money,  time,  &c,  of  minor 

son,  William,  on  board  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1,000     0 

The  Atlantic   Mutual  Insurance  Company,  of  New  York,  as  insurers  and  assignees  of 
Warren  and  Crocker,  on  one-third  of  ship  , .  . .  ... 

Of  James  Jewett,  on  goods  . 

Bogert  and  Oakley,  on  goods 

Dehon,  Clark,  and  Bridge,  on  goods 

P.  S.  Forbes,  on  merchandize 

Westray,  Gibbs,  and  Hardcastle,  merchandize 

Backlin  and  Crane  . .  . .  . . 

Making  a  total  of    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .        67,680     0 

The  "Winged  Racer,"  an  American  ship  of  l,767ff  tons  burden,  duly  registered  in 
the  port  of  New  York, — whereof  George  Cumming  was  master,  and  Robert  W.  Taylor, 
Henry  W.  Hubbell,  George  Ashton,  and  Edward  H.  Gillian,  all  of  the  city  of  New  York, 
were  the  sole  owners, — sailed  from  the  port  of  Manilla  October  8,  1863,  loaded  with  hemp, 
sugar,  indigo,  pearl  shells,  and  cigars,  bound  to  the  port  of  New  York.  On  the  10th 
November,  1863,  when  within  three  miles  of  North  Island,  a  Dutch  possession,  the 
"  Winged  Racer  "  was  captured  by  the  "  Alabama,  and,  after  being  plundered  by  the  crew 
of  the  latter,  was  set  on  fire  and  totally  destroyed,  with  the  cargo  and  stores  remaining  on 
board. 

The  owners  claim  damages  as  follows : — 

Dols.     c. 
For  the  value  of  the  ship  at  the  time  of  her  destruction,  exclusive  of  her  stores  and  outfit        60,000     0 
For  value  of  her  freight     . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  22,095     0 

Robt.  W.  Taylor  and  Henry  W.  Hubbell,  part  owners  of  the  ship,  were  owners  of  part  of 
the  cargo,  and  claim  damages  for  the  value  of  the  said  cargo,  at  the  port  of  destination, 
;at  the  time  it  would  reasonably  have  arrived,  but  for  its  destruction  in  transitu  (over 
and  above  the  sum  of  15,000  dols.  received  by  them  from  insurers  and  freight),  to  the 
4|im  of     ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..       233,844  81 

They  state  that  the  Pacific  Insurance  Company  insured  said  goods  to  the  amount  of       „  .         15,000     0 
George  Cumming,  of  Brooklyn,  master,  for  his  personal  effects,  merchandise  loaded  on  his 

account,  the  sum  of    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  2,784     0 
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Dols. 
The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  assignee  of  Young's  &  Co.,  for 

insurance  paid  on  cigars  and  indigo  by  said  company 
As  assignee,  &c,  of  Young's,  Smith  &  Co.,  for  insurance  paid  on  55  cases  pearl  shells    . . 
Of  Parsons  &  Petit,  insurance  paid  on  indigo,  sold  to  arrive 
Of  George  Ashton,  part  owner,  for  insurance  on  one-eighth  of  vessel 

And  one-eighth  of  freight — making 

The   Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,   as  reinsurers  and   assignees  of  the 

Pacific  Mutual  Insurance  Company  upon  cargo  on  board     . .  . .  . .  5,000     0 

The  Pacific  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim  as  assignees  and  insurers  of 
Henry  W.  Hubbell,  upon  -iVoYWh  °^  hemp  and  sugar  destroyed  on  "  Winged 
Racer"     ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..         15,000     0 

George  VV.  Thompson,  of  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  first  mate  of  the  "Winged  Racer,"  for 

clothing,  instruments,  and  other  property,  besides  sickness  and  expenses  . .  980     0 

The  ship  "  Contest,"  of  1,098  tons,  duly  registered  at  New  York, — whereof  Abner 

A.  Low,  .Tosiah  O.  Low,  Lucius  Hyde,  jun.,  Ann  D.  B.  Low,  Thomas  Vernon,  A.  Low, 
and  Edward  H.  R.  Lyman,  of  New  York  ;  Joseph  Z.  Robert,  of  Rye,  N.  Y. ;  Nathaniel 

B.  Palmer,  William  H.  King,  of  Rhode  Island,  were  owners  ;  and  Frederick  G.  Lucas, 
master, — sailed  from  Kanagawa  14th  October,  1863,  laden  with  rags,  cotton,  tea,  and  other 
merchandize,  bound  for  New  York.  On  the  4th  November,  1863,  about  latitude  5°  14' 
south,  longitude  106°  50'  east,  the  ship  was  captured  by  the  "  Alabama"  and  burned,  with 
her  cargo. 

Dols.      c. 
The  owners  claim  damages  for  the  value  of  -g-|  uninsured  of  the  vessel  , .  . .  26,500     0 

And  for  freight  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .         30,522  38 

Whereof  20,000  was  insured  and  paid  to  them. 
The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  were  the  insurers,  and  had  paid 

upon  -j^g-  of  the  ship  the  sum  of  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  18,500     0 

The  owners  also  claim  damages  for  the  destruction  of  cargo,  which  was  mostly  owned, 

and  all  of  which  was  consigned  to  them,  to  the  amount  of  its  value        . .  . .         61,500     0 

Less  the  amount  insured  thereon  and  paid  on  abandonment  to  the  Atlantic  Mutual 
Insurance  Company. 
Frederick    George   Lucas,  master,  for  his  books,  charts,  nautical  instruments,  clothing, 
merchandise,  shipped  on  his  account  and  venture,  expenses  of  maintenance,  and  passage 
to  the  United  States,  and  for  loss  of  time         . .  . .  . .  . .  4,638     0 

Oliver  Bryan,  29,  South  Street,  New  York,  for  merchandize  lost,  in  Mexican  dollars      ..  180  59 

The  American  barque  "  Lamplighter,"  of  360  tons  burden,  duly  registered  in  the 
ports  of  Boston  and  Charlestown, — whereof  David  Howland,  David  Hinkley,  and  others 
named  in  the  ship's  register  (a  copy  of  which  was  filed  with  their  memorial  29th  July, 
1864),  were  the  owners,  and  Oring  J.  Harding  was  master, — sailed  from  New  York  9th 
October,  1863,  laden  with  a  cargo  of  tobacco,  and  bound  to  Gibraltar.  On  the  15th 
October,  1863,  the  barque  was  captured  and  burned  with  her  cargo  and  stores. 

Dols.  c. 

The  owners  claim  damages  for  the  value  of  the  barque  . .  . .  . .  18,500  0 

For  freights  (^  by  those  who  presented  claims  of  3,780  dols.)  say  .  .  . .  50,040  0 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  and  assignees  upon  the 

freight  of  Bassett  and  Nickerson  , .  . .  . .  . .  . .  5,000  0 

The  American  ship  "  Charles  Hill,"  of  699  tons,  duly  registered  at  Boston, — whereof 
Charles  Hiil  and  Charles  J.  Hill,  of  Boston;  John  Currier,  of  Newbury,  Conn.;   and 
William  Lambert  of  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  were  sole  owners ;  and  Franklin  Percival,  master, 
— sailed  from  Liverpool,  February  12,  1863,  laden  with  salt,  and  bound  to  Monte  Video. 
On  the  25th  of  March,  1863,  near  latitude  1°  23'  north,  longitude  26°  30'  west,  was 
captured  and  totally  destroyed  by  fire. 

Dols.     c. 
The  owners  claim  for  the  loss  of  the  ship  . .  . .  . .  . .  32,000     0 

And  the  further  sum  of  (on  the  cargo  on  board)     . .  . .  . .  . .  11,735  33 

Making        ..  ..  »  ...  ..  ..  ..         43,735  33 


Frank  Percival,  of  Barnstable,  Mass.,  master  of  the  "  Charles  Hill,"  claims  for  instru- 
ments, books,  clothing,  money,  &c.  .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1 ,542  60 

The  barque  "  Amanda,"  a  duly  registered  American  vessel, — whereof  Thos.  J.  Stewart, 
Timothy  Crosby,  John  H.  Crosby,  Benj.  S.  Crosby,  Geo.  Crosby,  Anna  L.  Crosby,  Joseph 
H.  Wheelwright,  and  John  B.  Foster,  of  Bangor,  Maine,  and  Sarah  H.  Pendleton,  admi- 
nistratrix of  the  estate  of  Charles  Hugh  Pendleton,  deceased,  of  Searsport,  Maiue,  were 
sole  owners  ;  and  Isaiah  Larabee  was  master, — sailed  from  Manilla,  laden  with  sugar  and 
hemp,  the  18th  September,  1863,  bound  to  Queenstown,  G.B.     On  the  6th  November, 

C  2 


10 

1863,  about  125  miles  S.S.W.  of  Java  Head,  the  barque  was  captured  by  the  "Alabama," 
and  burned,  with  her  cargo  and  stores. 

Dols.  c. 

The  owners  claim  the  value  of  the  barque  and  freight,  in  the  sum  of             . .  . .  68,000  0 

Subject  to  a  deduction  of  2,500  dols.  for  insurance,  as  below  stated. 

Isaiah  Larabee,  master,  claims  for  loss  of  primage  and  personal  effects           . .  . .  2,039  37 

Hiram  Emory  Swain,  of  Frankford,  Maine,  first  mate,  for  clothing,  &c.         . .  . .  690  0 

The  Merchants'  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  Bangor,  as  insurers  and  assignees  of  the 

interest  of  Joseph  A.  Wheelright  and  Catherine  Mc  G.  Foster,  part  owners  . ,  2,500  0 

The  American  barque  "  Tycoon,"  duly  registered  at  the  port  of  New  York,  of  7l7|f 
tons, — whereof  William  Warren,  D.  Gookin,  Wm.  W.  Wakeman,  Matthew  Bird,  Charles 
Dimon,  John  B.  Dickinson,  Andrew  T.  Stewart,  of  New  York  city ;  Frederick  Dimon, 
Norwalk,  Conn.  ;  and  Jonathan  Godfrey,  of  Southport,  Conn.,  were  sole  owners  ;  and 
Edward  Ayres,  of  Wilmington,  Del.,  was  master, — sailed  from  New  York  the  19th  March, 

1864,  with  a  general  cargo,  bound  to  San  Francisco.  On  the  27th  April,  1864,  in  latitude 
10' 55°  south,  longitude  31' 25°  west,  the  "  Tycoon  "  was  captured  by  the  "  Alabama," 
and,  after  being  stripped  of  such  stores,  spars,  and  cargo  as  the  captors  desired,  was  set  on 
fire  by  the  latter,  and  became  a  total  loss. 

Dols.      c. 
The  owners  claim  damages  for  the  value  of  the  ship,  with  her  outfit  .  .  . .        64,000     0 

For  freight  and  primage      . .  , ,  . .  . .  . .  . .       24,559  78 

Making  . .  . .  . .  « .  . .       88,559  7H 


The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  of  New  York,  were  the  insurers  to  different 
mercantile  firms  and  individuals  of  goods  shipped  on  the  "  Tycoon,"  and  described  in 
fifty-five  bills  of  lading.  It  paid  the  parties  insured,  upon  the  abandonment  to  it  of 
such  goods  and  claims  for  damages,  the  several  sums  insured,  and  claims,  as  the 
assignee  of  them  respectively,  sums  to  the  amount  of  . .  . .  . .      121,896     0 

De  Witt,  Kittle,  and  Co.,  of  New  York,  claim  for  goods  shipped  on  their  account 

For  commissions  on  freight  lost  on  said  barque  {2\  per  cent,  on  24,559  dols.  78  a),  the 

sum  of    . . 
Commission  on  goods  consigned  to  their  firm  in  San  Francisco 


Making  an  aggregate  of  . .  . .  . .  . . 

Edwin  Demirig,  of  Hartford,  Conn.,  claims  for  goods  shipped  by  him  (uninsured) 

Locke  and  Montague,  of  New  York,  claim  for  goods  shipped  for  their  account 

Geo.  J.  Brooks,  of  New  York,  for  goods  shipped 

The  Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  of  New  York,  as  insurers  and  assignees  of  sundry 

parties,  on  goods  destroyed,  and  of  the  charterer,  R.  M.  Corley,  of  New  York,  paid  . 
Charles  Mann  and  Ezra  H.  Winchester,  of  San  Francisco,  claim  for  goods  . . 

John  Taylor,  of  San  Francisco,  for  goods  lost  . .  . . 

Joseph  Pollock,  of  New  York,  and  Leopold  Pollock,  of  San  Francisco,  naturalized  citizens, 

for  goods  destroyed    . .  . .  . .  . .  . . 

Abraham  S.  Rosenbaum,  Joseph  Brandenstein,  of  New  York ;  Moses  Rosenbaum,  of  San 

Francisco,  for  goods 
The  Columbian  Insurance  Company,  as  insurers  and  assignees  upon  vessel  and  freight  of 

C.  and  F.  Dimon 
Upon  cargo  of  J.  C.  Dayton  and  Co. 
Of  Hall  and  Macomber 
Of  F.  Hortsman  and  Co. 
Of  Robert  Taylor 
And  of  L.  Mc  Murray  and  Co. 
Coffin,  Redington,  and  Co.,  of  New  York 
Hostetter  and  Smith,  of  Pittsburg,  Penn.,  for  merchandise 
W.  F.  Brittan  and  Co.,  for  goods 
Pacific  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  as  insurers  of  goods  lost  in  "  Tycoon,"  and  assignees 

of  Franklin  Carter,  of  Quincy,  Mass. 
Of  J.  Hiller  and  Bro.,  New  York 
Of  H.  Cohen  and  Co.,  of  New  York 
Of  Schloss  Bros.,  of  New  York 

Of  W.  A.  Toole,  of  New  York  ..  ..    • 

Of  John  Keys,  of  New  York  . .  . . 

Of  Frederick  Victor  and  Achiles,  of  New  York 

Making  a  total  of    ..  ..  ..  .  ..         15,121     0 

The  duly  registered  American  ship  "Sonora,"  of  707ff  tons, — whereof  John  W.  Gushing, 
William  Cushing,  Nicholas  Johnson.  Elizabeth  Le  B.  Mills,  Thomas  Pritchard,  and  William 
Pritchard,  of  Newburyport,  Mass.,  were  sole  owners, — sailed  from  Hong  Kong,  in  China, 
26th  November,  1863,  bound  to  Akyab,  in  British  India,  to  load  with  rice  or  general 
merchandise,  for  Europe,  under  charter-party  made  with  C.  F.  Webert  and  Co.,  of  London ; 
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was  captured  and  burned  near  latitude  3°  north,  longitude  101    east,  in  the  Straits  of 
Malacca,  on  the  26th  December,  1 863. 

Dols.      c. 
The  owners  claim  damages  for  value  of  ship,  the  30th  May,  1 864  . ,  . .         55,800     0 

Also,  for  the  value  of  charter  of  ship  when  destroyed  . .  . .  . .         33,244  44 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  claim,  as  insurers  and  assignees  of  William  Cushing        30,000     0 

"Texan  Star." — Samuel  Stevens  and  John  Atkinson,  of  Boston;  George  L.  Rogers 
and  Samuel  B.  Pike,  of  Newburyport,  Mass.,  allege  that  they  were  the  owners  of  the 
American-built  barque  "Texan  Star,"  which  they  sold,  on  the  9th  December,  1863,  to 
March  Biddle  Currier,  of  Maulmain,  for  70,000  rupees,  current  in  the  British  East  Indies. 
The  ship  was  registered  at  Maulmain  under  the  name  of  "Martaban,"  707|-f  tons  burthen, 
and  mortgaged  by  the  purchaser  to  the  Memorialists  for  80,000  rupees,  payable,  with 
interest,  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent,  per  annum,  on  the  10th  January,  1864. 

The  ship  sailed  from  Maulmain  in  command  of  Captain  Samuel  B.  Pike,  12th  December, 
1863,  bound  to  Singapore.     On  the  voyage,  24th  December,  1863,  the  ship  was  taken  by 
the  crew  of  the  "  Alabama,"  set  on  fire,  and  totally  destroyed,  with  her  guns,  stores,  &c. 
The  mortgagees  claim  reparation. 

"  Golden  Rule." — The  Panama  Railroad  Company,  a  corporation  created  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  New  York,  claim  damages  for  the  capture  and  destruction,  by  the 
"Alabama,"  of  the  barque  "Golden  Rule,"  of  254  Jf  tons,  registered  at  New  York,  said 
Company  and  David  H.  Hoadley  owning  both  ship  and  cargo. 

The  "  Golden  Rule,"  on  its  way  from  New  York  to  the  port  of  Aspinwall,  or  Colon, 
in  New  Granada,  was  captured,  on  the  26th  day  of  January,  1863,  by  the  "  Alabama,"  in 
latitude  about  18°  north,  and  longitude  75°  west,  and,  after  the  removal  of  a  portion  of  the 
cargo  to  the  "  Alabama,"  was  totally  destroyed  by  burning,  with  the  residue  of  the  cargo 
remaining  on  board. 

Dols.      c. 
The  damages  claimed  by  said  corporation  are  for  value  of  the  "  Golden  Rule"  and  freight        16,000     0 
And  for  that  part  of  the  cargo  belonging  to  said,  corporation      . .  . .  . .  1,406     0 

Peter  A.  Whitebury,  of  New  York,  master  of  the  vessel,  claims  for  the  loss  of  his  clothing, 

nautical  instruments,  and  other  personal  effects  . .  . .  . .  850     0 

And  in  behalf  of  John  Cassidy,  mate  of  said  vessel,  for  loss  of  clothing  and  nautical 

instruments,  the  sum  of  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  200     0 

The    Commercial   Mutual   Insurance    Company   of  New    York   claims,    as    assignee  of 
Wm.  H.  Knoepfel,  for  money  paid  by  it  on  insurance  of  merchandize  destroyed  in 
the  "  Golden  Rule "...  . .  . .  , .  . .  . .  7280 

The  Commercial  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  the  New  York  Mutual  Insurance  Com- 
pany, and  the  Union  Mutual  Insurance  Company  (all  of  New  York),  claim  as 
assignees  and  reinsurers  of  the  Orient  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  who  as  insurers 
for  4,000  dollars  to  F.  Probst  and  Co.,  of  New  York,  of  goods  destroyed  in  said  ship, 
had  accepted  an  abandonment  thereof,  and  reassigned  one-half  their  claim  to  said 
claimants,  the  sum  of 
Charles  W.  Bond,  of  New  York,  late  firm  of  Jansen,  Bond  and  Co.,  for  goods 
The  Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company  claim,  as  insurers  and  assignees  of  Le  Roy  and  Co., 

of  Hartford,  Conn.,  upon  merchandise 
The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  upon  cargo  and  assignee  of 

Ribon  and  Munoz 
J.  Hochendorf,  Junr.,  American  merchant  at  Lima,  assignee  of  Homer  and  Hochendorf, 

for  merchandise 
The  Pacific  Mutual  Insurance  Company  claim,  as  insurers  of  merchandise  and  assignee  of 

John  Keeler,  of  New  York,  the  sum  of  . .  . .  . .  800     0 

The  ship  "  S.  Gildersleeve,"  of  847  tons,  of  New  York, — whereof  J.  H.  Brown  and 
Co.,  of  the  city  of  New  York,  Silvester  Gildersleeve,  Henry  Gildersleeve,  and  Cicero 
Brown,  of  Portland,  Conn.,  were  owners,  and  John  McCallun  wTas  master, — sailed  from 
Sunderland,  England,  to  Calcutta,  laden  with  coals ;  captured  and  burned,  with  its  cargo 
and  stores,  on  the  21st  March,  1863,  about  latitude  12°  10'  south,  longitude  34°  55' 
east. 

Dols.     c. 
The  Commercial  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim  damages  as  insurers  of 
three-fourteenths  of  the  hull,  tackle,  &c.,  of  the  ship  (valued  at  35,000  dollars)  for 
cash  paid  by  them  on  abandonment  of  the  assured,  the  sum  of  . .  . .  7,500     0 

The  Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim,  as  insurers  of  J.  W.  Brown 

and  Co.,  upon  their  share  of  the  vessel,  paid  on  loss  ,.  . .  . .         10,000     0 

Ship  "  Brilliant." — Joshua  Atkins  and  Edward  Atkins,  of  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  and 
George  Hagar,  master  mariner,  of  Boston,  Mass.,  claim  that  they  are  the  sole  owners  of 
the  ship  "  Brilliant,"  of  New  York,  a  duly  registered  American  ship  of  839fi  tons,  which 
sailed  from  New  York  13th  September,  1862,  laden  with  grain,  flour,  &c,  and  bound  to 
London,  in  which  said  owners  had  no  other  interest  than  their  lien  for  freight.  On  the 
3rd  October,  1862,  the  "  Brilliant "  was  captured  near  latitude  40°  north,  longitude  50°  30' 
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west,  by  the  "  Alabama,"  and,  after  being  plundered  by  her  officers  and  crew,  was  set  on 
fire  and  totally  destroyed. 

The  owners  claim  damages  as  follows  : — 

Dols.    c. 
For  the  value  of  the  ship  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .         75,000     0 

For  amount  of  freight         ..  ..  ..  ..  3,4151.  9s.  8d. 

B.  E.  Clark  and  Co.  (W.  B.  Astor  and  J.  B.  Hart),  of  New  York,  for  goods  . .  3,211  80 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  as  insurers  of  John  A.  Atkins  and  Co.,  upon 

the  freights  . .  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  18,000     0 

The  New  York  Mutual  Insurance  Company  . .  . .  . .  . .  9,245     0 

George  Hagar,  master,  for  loss  of  his  personal  effects  and  for  expenses  of  return  . .  1,250     0 

The  barque  "  Olive  Jane," — whereof  Robert  Kallock  was  master, — sailed  from 
Bordeaux  24th  January,  1863,  bound  to  New  York,  and  on  the  21st  February,  1863, 
about  latitude  20°  17'  north,  longitude  45°  15'  west,  was  captured,  pillaged,  and  burned. 

Dols.     c. 

The  Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim  damages  as  insurers  and 
assignees  of  C.  Mellette  and  Co.,  and  also  of  C.  A.  De  Vivier,  of  New  York,  on 
merchandise  . .  . .  .  .  . .  . .  . .  767  66 

The    Columbia    Insurance   Company  claim,  as  insurers  of    cargo,   assignees  of  Charles 

Lord  and  Co.  . .  "    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  800     0 

Of  B.  E.  Clark  and  Co.,  on  ship  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  2,069     0 

The  "  Anna  F.  Schmidt,"  a  ship  of  784ff  tons  burthen,  registered  at  New  York, — 
whereof  Henry  B.  Trumbly  was  master,  and  Charles  Williams,  of  Framingham,  George  C. 
Lord  and  Charles  H.  Lord,  of  Boston,  Geo.  W.  Campbell,  of  Bradford,  Moses  J.  Milliken, 
of  Newburyport,  Mass.,  George  Wise,  Robert  Smith,  Junr.,  of  Kennebunk,  and  Moses  M. 
Batter,  of  Portland,  in  the  State  of  Maine,  were  the  sole  owners, — sailed  for  San  Francisco 
17th  January,  1863;  and  on  the  2nd  July,  1863,  about  latitude  25°  29'  south,  longitude 
37°  46'  west,  was  captured,  pillaged,  and  burned. 

Dols.    c. 
The   Sun  Mutual    Insurance  Company   of   New   York    claim    damages  as  insurers  and 
assignees  of  Van  Winkle  and  Duncan   and   Daniel    Palmer,  owners  of  merchandise 
destroyed  with  said  ship  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  2,050     0 

The  owners  claim  damages  for  her  capture  and  destruction,  for  the  difference  between  the 
value  of  the  ship  and  a  charter-party  made  thereof  to  Nathaniel  Winson  and  Co.,  of 
Boston,  and  the  sums  insured  thereon,  the  ship  being  valued  at 
And  insured  (by  war  policies)  for  22,000  dollars 
The   Washington   Insurance  Company  of  Boston,  as    insurers  and   assignees    of  China 

Mutual  Insurance  Company,  reinsurance  on  ship 
And  of  Winson  and  Co.,  on  cargo  and  freight  of  ship 

The   New   England   Mutual  Marine  Insurance   Company   claims,  as  insurance,  &c,  of 

Charles  Williams 
Geo.  Lord  and  Co.,  advances  and  captain's  effects 
On  merchandise  of  Howard  and  French  . .  . .  . . 

On  merchandise  of  F.  Price  and  Co.    ...  . .  ... 

On  merchandise  of  Thos.  C.  Lafavor 
On  merchandise  of  E.  H.  Baker  and  Co. 

Making  a  total  of 

Pio  Bisagno,  Bartolomeo  Bisagno,  and  Luigi  Bisagno,  of  San  Francisco,  for  goods  lost  .  . 
.    Metropolitan  Insurance    Company,  New    York,   as    insurers    of   Nash  and  Fogg,  cargo 

destroyed 
Horton,  Hall,  and  Co.,  Boston 
Manufacturers'  Insurance  Company  (reinsurance) 

Moses  Ellis  and  Philip  S.  Weaver,  of  San  Francisco,  California,  for  goods  lost  on  board 
Levi  Stevens,  Colin  Clark  Baker,  and  Judah  Baker,  of  San  Francisco,  California,  for  loss 

of  commissions  on  goods  consigned  to   them  and  lost  on  board,  and  for  collecting 

general  average  of  ship  (repaired  before  loss)  .  .  . .  . . 

Dimon  and  Hubbard,  of  Maiden,  Mass.,  for  losses  on  board      . .  ,. 

Charles  W.  Bond,  of  78,  Cedar  Street,  New  York,  of  firm  of  Janson,  Bond,  and  Co.,  of 

San  Francisco,  for  merchandise    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  670     0 

Lewis  Heeht,  of  Boston,  Jacob  Hecht,  and  Isaac  Hecht,  of  San  Francisco,  for  merchandise 

lost  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  391     0 

The  American  ship  "John  A.  Parks,"  duly  registered  at  New  York,  of  1,046-ff  tons 
burthen,  whereof  James  A.  Cooper  was  master,  sailed  from  New  York  February  11,  1863, 
bound  to  Monte  Video,  and  was  captured,  pillaged,  and  destroyed  by  fire  on  March  2, 
1863,  about  latitude  29°  15'  north,  longitude  38°  20'  west. 

Dols.    c. 
The   Sun   Mutual  Insurance   Company  of  New   York   claim  damages   as  insurers   and 
assignees  of  Alexander  S.  Howard  and  Eldridge   F.  Rollins,   of  Boston,  on  their 
share  of  said  ship        . .  .  „  . .  . .  . ,  . .  6,563     0 

.And  of  Nesmith  and  Sons,  of  New  York,  on  merchandise  destroyed  . .  •  •  1,200     0 

The  Columbian  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  claim  as  insurers  of  Walsh, 

Carver,  and  Chase,  on  advances  for  ship         . .  . .  . .  . .  3,500     0 
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Dols.  c. 

Of  H.  Cooper,  jun.,  on  ship                  ..                  ..                  ,,                  ,,                 ..           3,938  0 

Of  A.  H.  Howard,  on  ship                     ..                   ..                   ..                  ..                   .,           7,500  0 

The  Washington  Insurance  Company  of  Boston,  as  insurers  of  Peter  Cooper  upon  one 

quarter  of  ship            . .                 . .                   . .                  . .                  , ,                  . .         10,500  0 

The  ship  "Emma  Jane,"  of  Bath,  Maine,  of  1,096  tons  burthen,  whereof  David 
C.  Magoun,  —  Clapp,  and  Francis  C.  Jordan  were  owners,  and  F.  C.  Jordan  was  master, 
sailed  from  Bombay,  January  6,  1864,  in  ballast,  bound  to  the  port  of  Anchoye  for 
orders,  and  was  captured  January  14,  1864,  in  latitude  8°  6'  north,  longitude  76°  10'  east. 

£        s.  Dols.    c. 

The  owners  claim  for  value  of  ship      .,  ..  ,,  ..     10,000     0 

And  for  value  of  charter    ..  .,  ..  ..  ..       5,462     5 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company,  as  insurers  of  Magoun  and  Clapp,  claim  upon  ship . .         20,000     0 
And  of  C.  C.  Duncan  on  vessel  . .  . .  . .  , ,  .  „  5,000     0 

The  ship  "  Rockingham,"  of  Portsmouth,  976  tons,  whereof  Albert  L.  Jones  and 
Wm.  P.  Jones  were  sole  owners,  sailed  from  Callao  February  24,  1864,  Edward  Gerash 
being  master,  bound  to  port  in  the  United  Kingdom,  to  touch  at  Cork  for  orders,  and 
laden  with  guano.  On  the  23rd  April,  1864,  about  latitude  15°  53'  south,  longitude  30°  44' 
west,  was  captured  and  burned. 

Dole.  c. 
The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim  value  of  ship  in  their  own 

right  as  insurers         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .        40,000  0 

And  as  assignees  of  William  Jones  and  Son  . .  . ,  . ,  . .         50,000  0 

Making      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..        90,000     0 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company,  as  insurers  of  William  Jones  and  Son  on  ship         . .         1 5,000     0 

"  Ariel." 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  claim  damages  for  loss  of  cargo  of  the  steamer 
"  Ariel,"  destroyed  by  the  "  Alabama  "  on  the  7th  December,  1 862,  as  insurers  and 
assignees  of  Ribon  and  Mufioz       . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  8,500     0 

"  Manchester." 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  claim  for  loss  of  ship  "  Manchester,"  destroyed  by 

the  «  Alabama,"  11th  October,  1862,  as  insurers  of  B.  J.  H.  Trask,  jun.                  . .  10,000  0 

Henings  and  Gosling,  of  New  York,  for  wheat  destroyed  in  the  ship  "  Manchester  "       . .  6,646  32 

The  New  York  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  as  insurers  on  ship        . .              . .              , .  7,500  0 

"  Palmetto." 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  claims,  for  loss  of  the  "Palmetto,"  captured  by  the 
"Alabama,"  on  3rd  of  February,  1863,  as  insurers  of  C.  and  E.  J.  Peters,  upon 
freight      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  500     0 

"  Highlander." — The  "Highlander,"  Jabez  H.  Snow,  master,  sailed  from  Singapore"to 
Akyab  26th  December,  1863. 

Dols.  c. 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  claims,  as  insurers  of  E.  D.  Peters  and  Co.,  upon  the 

ship          .                    ..                  ..                  ..                  ..                  ..                  ..        15,000  0 

Of  same  on  freight              . .                 . .                  . .                   . .                  . .                   . .          6,000  0 

The  Metropolitan  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  of  Edward  D.  Peters 

and  Co.,  of  Boston,  upon  the  ship    .                  . .                  . .                  . .                  . .         1 5,000  0 

The  "  Dorcas  Prince,"  of  New  York  an  American  vessel  of  700  tons,  Frank  B. 
Melcher,  master,  sailed  from  ISTew  York,  for  Shanghae,  13th  March,  1863,  with  general 
cargo,  and  was  captured  by  the  "  Alabama  "  on  the  26th  April,  1863,  about  latitude 
7°  30'  south,  longitude  31°  30'  west;  was  plundered  and  burned,  with  her  cargo  and 
stores. 

The  Columbian  Inaurance  Company  claims,  as  insurers  of  N.  L.  and  G.  Griswold,  on  ship 

Ditto  on  freight 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance   Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  of  N.  L.  and  G. 

Griswold  upon  cargo 
Ditto  of  Brooks  Bros.,  on  cargo  . . 

Ditto  of  H.  W.  Gray,  on  cargo 

The  N.  E.  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  as  insurers  of  N.  L.  and  G.  Griswold,  on  ship   . . 
Ditto,  on  freight 

The  ship  "  Louisa  Hatch,"  853  tons,  registered  at  Rockland,  Maine,  whereof 
Wm.  Grant  was  master,  and  Wm.  McLoon  and  Chas.  W.  Mc  Loon  were  sole  owners,  sailed 
from  Cardiff,  for  Pointe  de  Galle,  laden  with  coals;  was  captured  on  the  4th  April,  1863, 
about  latitude  3°  13'  south,  longitude  26°  12'  west,  off  Fernando  de  Noronha;  the  coal 
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was  put  on  the  "  Alabama,"  and  the  officers  and  crew  landed  on   that  island  ;  the  vessel 
was  then  destroyed  by  fire. 

The  owners  claim  for  the  value  of  the  ship  ..  ..'  , ,  „ 

Loss  on  freight  to  Pointe  de  Galle        . .  . .  . .  , ,  . . 

Provisions       ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ,. 

Chronometer  . .  , .  . .  . .  . .  . .  , , 

Making  a  total  of  . .  . .  4 , 

i(  Crenshaw"  and  "  Wave  Crest." 

Peter  and  Co.,  New  York,  claim  for  grain  bags,  destroyed  with  the  "  Crenshaw,"  the 

sum  of 
Same  firm,  for  losses  on  the  "  Wave  Crest,"  the  sum  of  . ,  , .  , , 

The  ship  "Express,"  of  Boston,  l,073|f  tons,  whereof  Wm.  S.  Frost  was  master, 
sailed  from  the  Chincha  Islands  on  the  5th  March,  1863,  laden  with  guano,  and  bound 
for  Antwerp,  under  charter  of  Seccan  and  Co.,  of  that  city,  and  Seccan,  Valleviano,  and 
Co.,  of  Lima,  Peru.  On  the  6th  July,  1863,  about  latitude  29°  south,  longitude  31°  40' 
west,  was  captured  and  burned  with  cargo  and  stores,  log,  register,  and  mail. 

Dols.  c. 

The  Washington   Insurance  Company  of  Boston  claim,  as  insurers  of  Richard  Jenness, 

upon  ship                     . .                   .  .                   . .                   . .                  . .                   . .           2,000  0 

On  her  freight                    . .                   . .                   . .                   . .                   . .                   . .            4,000  0 

Of  Daniel  Marcy,  on  ship                       . .                   . .                   . .                   . .                   . .           6,000  0 

"  The  Courser." — Schooner  registered  at  Provincetown,  121  tons, — whereof  Silas  S. 
Youngs  was  master,  and  Henry  Cook,  Sylvanus  Cook,  Jonathan  Cook,  Alfred  Cook, 
Samuel  Cook,  Eleazer  Cook,  Silas  J.  Youngs,  Isaac  F.  Mayo,  Ceo.  A.  H.  Lewis,  John 
H.  Mayo,  Joseph  Mayo,  and  Thomas  Lewis,  of  Provincetown ;  John,  James,  and  Leonard 
Mc  Kenzie,  of  Essex,  Mass.,  were  owners, — sailed  from  Provincetown,  March  12,  1862, 
bound  on  a  whaling  voyage  to  the  North  Atlantic  Ocean  ;  was  captured  near  the  Island 
of  Flores  16th  September,  1862,  and  burned,  with  her  cargo  and  stores. 

Dols.     c. 

The  owners  claim,  for  the  value  of  the  schooner,  outfit,  &c.       ..  ..  . .         12,462  47 

"Weather  Gage." — The  schooner  "Weather  Gage,"  registered  at  Provincetown,  of 
10O§-f  tons, — whereof  Samuel  C.  Small  was  master,  and  Harvey  Cook,  Sylvanus  Cook, 
Jonathan  Cook,  Samuel  C.  Small,  Samuel  Cook,  Charles  H.  Dyer,  Isaac  W.  Mayo, 
Jno.  D.  Mayo,  and  Joseph  Mayo,  of  Provincetown ;  Leonard  Ware,  Ebenezer  Arthur, 
Henry  A.  Baker,  and  Hiram  Baker,  of  Boston  ;  John,  James,  and  Leonard  Mc  Kenzie,  of 
Essex,  Massachusetts,  were  owners, — sailed  from  Provincetown  4th  August,  1862,  bound 
on  a  whaling  voyage  to  the  North  Atlantic  Ocean,  and,  on  the  9th  day  of  September,  1862, 
near  the  Island  Coro.  was  captured  by  the  "Alabama,"  and  burned  the  next  day,  with  her 
cargo  and  stores. 

Dols.     c. 
The  owners  claim,  for  the  value  of  the  schooner,  outfit,  &c.       ..  ..  ..  10,220  50 

The  schooner  "  Starlight,"  whereof  Samuel  Whitman,  Seth  Whitman,  Daniel  Eaton 
Lufkin,  and  Lemuel  Whitman,  of  Deer  Isles,  Maine,  were  owners,  sailed  from  Boston  the 
7th  August,  1862,  in  ballast,  with  passengers,  for  Western  Islands.  On  her  return  voyage, 
2nd  September,  1862,  was  captured  by  the  "  Alabama  "  and  burned. 

Dols.  c. 

The  owners  claim,  for  the  value  of  said  vessel,  the  sum  of         . .                   . .          ...            3,500  0 

Chalmer  S.  Dawes,  as  charterer,  and  for  value  of  provisions       ..                    . .                   . .              725  0 

Samuel  H.  Doane,  master,  for  books,  clothing,  watch,  and  specie                   ..                   ^.               330  0 

Wm.  Williams,  for  chronometer           . .                   . .                   . .                   . .                   . .               250  0 

The  "  Jabez  Snow,"  registered  at  Newburyport,  of  l,073ff  tons  burthen, — Jabez  Snow, 
Franklin  SpofFord,  Henry  Darling,  Enoch  Barnard,  Joseph  R.  Fulsome,  of  Bucksport, 
Maine  ;  George  H.  Peters,  Wm.  C.  Peters  and  Joseph  B.  Ellicott,  of  Boston,  Massachusetts; 
Henry  D.  Brookman  and  John  W.  Brookman,  of  New  York,  sole  owners, — left  Cardiff, 
Wales,  April  1863,  laden  with  coals,  for  Monte  Video,  under  command  of  George  W.  Guin, 
and  on  the  29th  May,  1863,  latitude  15°  south,  longitude  34°  west,  was  captured  and 

burned. 

Dols.     c. 
George  W.  Guin,  the  master  of  Bucksport,  Maine,  claims  damages  for  wearing  apparel 

and  personal  effects,  merchandize  belonging  to  him  . .  . .  . .  3,500     0 

For  loss  of  wages,  primage,  and  profits  on  goods  not  insured     . .  . .  . .  3,100     0 

Making  a  total  of  . .  . .  . .  6,600    0 

The  barque  "Nye,"  of  New  Bedford,  of  the  burden  of  200  tons,  Joseph  B.  Baker 
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master,  sailed  from  the  port  of  St.  Helena  on  the  25th  July,  1862,  bound  for  New 
Bedford,  laden  with  sperm  and  whale  oil.  On  the  24th  of  April,  1863,  in  latitude  5°  south, 
longitude  32°  west,  was  captured  and  burned,  with  her  cargo  of  425  barrels  of  sperm  and 
140  of  whale  oil. 

Dols.  c. 

The  New  England  Mutual  Marine  Insurance  Company  claim,  as  insurers  of  Daniel  Baker, 

upon  catchings  on  said  barque       . .                 . .                  . .                  . .                  . .              700  0 

Of  Joseph  Baker               ..                   ..                 ..                  ..                  ..                 ..           1,000  0 

Of  Frederick  Howland      ..                  ..                  ..                 ..                  ..                  ..              650  0 

The  ship  "  Levi  Starbuck,"  duly  registered  at  New  Bedford,  of  376^-  tons  burthen, — 
whereof  Edward  W.  Howland,  Thomas  S.  Hathaway,  Caleb  Kempton,  George  Barney,  and 
Cornelius  Howland,  Jr.,  executors  of  Cornelius  Howland,    deceased;    George    Barney, 
William   A.   Gordon,    and    Wing    Russell,    all   of   New    Bedford,    were    owners,    and 
Thomas  Mellon  was  master, — sailed  from  New  Bedford  October  28,  1862,  on  a  whaling 
voyage  to  the  North  Pacific,  and  on  the  2nd  November,  1862,  in  latitude  35°  40'  north, 
longitude  56°  west,  was  captured  and  burned  by  the  "  Alabama,"  with  her  outfit  and 
stores. 

The  owners  claim  damages  to  the  amount  of  229,312  dollars  50  cents. 
They  were  insured  as  follows  : — 

Dols.     c. 
George  W.  Howland         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..         13,200     0 

Geo.  Barney,  et  al.,  executors  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  4,800     0 

Thos.  L.  Hathaway  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  2,000     0 

Geo.  Barney  (Mutual  Insurance  Company)  ..  ..  ..  ..  1,500     0 

William  A.  Gordon,  in  Commercial  Insurance  Company,  assignee  ..  .  1,850     0 

The  "Dunkirk,"  whereof  C.  Peters  and  E.  J.  Peters,  of  the  city  of  New  York,  were 
owners  and  Samuel  B.  Johnson,  of  Blackhill,  Hancock  county,  Maine,  was  master,  sailed 
from  New  York  for  Lisbon,  September  30,  1862,  and  on  the  7th  October,  1862,  in  latitude 
40°  23'  north,  longitude  54°  30'  west,  was  captured  and  burned,  with  her  cargo,  &c. 

Dols.    c. 

Captain  Johnson  claims  for  his  share  (one-half)  of  freight  (after  deducting  2,000  dollars 

recovered  for  insurance  on  entire  freight),  goods,  and  expenses  . .  . .  1,514  64 

Isaac   Sherman  and  Henry  C.  Wybert,  of  New  York  city,  for  goods  lost  in  the  ship 

"  Dunkirk,"  the  sum  of  . .  . .  . .  . .  . ,  607  60 

The  ship  "  Benjamin  Tucker,"  of  New  Bedford,  Charles  B.  Tucker  and  Co.  owners, 
was  captured  14th  September,  1862,  and  burned. 

Dols.     c. 
The  owners  claim  for  ship,  outfit,  and  oil  on  board,  and  for  damages  by  the  breaking  up  of 

the  voyage  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..        124,000     0 

The  barque  "  Ocean  Rover,"  of  Mattapoisett,  sailed  26th  May,  1859,  on  a  whaling 
voyage,  and  was  captured  8th  September,  1862,  off  the  Island  of  Flores,  and  burned. 

Dols. 

The  owners  claim  for  ship   and   outfit,  oil   on  board,  and  damages  for  breaking  up  of 

voyage    ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..        104,000      0 

The  brig  "  Altamaha,"  of  Sippican,  S.  C.  Luce  and  others  owners,  sailed  May  14, 
1862,  on  a  whaling  voyage,  and  was  captured  13th  September,  1862,  and  burned,  off  the 
Island  of  Flores. 

Dols.     c. 

The  owners  claim  for  value  of  brig  and  outfit,  and  damages  for  breaking  up  of  the  voyage, 

the  sum  of  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  15,450     0 

"  Shenandoah" 

The  following  is  an  abstract  of  the  claims  filed  in  the  Department  of  State  by 
American  citizens,  native  and  naturalized,  and  by  Corporations  organized  and  doing 
business  under  the  laws  of  the  States  in  which  they  are  respectively  located,  for  damages 
sustained  by  them  as  the  owners,  mariners,  freighters,  or  insurers  of  duly  documented 
ships  of  the  United  States,  and  as  owners,  insurers,  or  otherwise  interested  in  the  cargoes 
of  such  ships,  or  in  charter-parties  for  the  service  of  such  ships  captured  and  destroyed  or 
appropriated  by  the  officers  and  crew  of  the  steamer  "  Sea  King,"  or  "Shenandoah." 

The  barque  "Delphine,"  705§f  tons  burthen,  registered  at  Bangor,  Maine, — whereof 
Eliab  Wright  Metcalf  and  Samuel  D.  Thurston,  of  Bangor ;  Phineas  Pendleton  and 
Wm.  G.  Nichols,  of  Searsport,  Maine ;  Phineas  Pendleton,  3d,  and  Wm.  Mc  Gilvery,  of 
the  same  place  ;  Henry  Darling,  of  Bucksport,  Maine ;  Benjamin  Carver,  H.  D.  Brookman 
and  John  N.  Brookman,  of  New  York  city,  were  owners, — sailed  October  12,  1864,  laden 
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with  machinery  and  ballast,  from  Gravesend,  bound  to  Akyab,  and  was  captured 
December  29,  1864,  in  about  latitude  39°  20'  south,  longitude  69°  east,  and  became  a 
total  loss. 

The  owners  claim  as  follows  : — 

Dols.  c. 

For  the  value  of  the  ship    ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  . .        56,000  0 

For  outfit,  expenses,  and  advanced  wages  ..  ..  ..  ..         15,000  0 

For  value  of  charter  for  voyage  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  8,000  0 

The  master,  Wm.  G.  Nichols,  for  loss  of  primage,  expenses  of  self  and  family  in  Australia 

and  return,  and  merchandize         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  5,100  0 

This  claim,  so  far  as  Wm.  Mc  Gilvery  is  concerned,  appears  to  be  subject  to  a  deduc- 
tion for  2,000  dollars,  received  by  him  on  insurance  by  Columbian  Marine  Insurance 
Company,  of  New  York,  which  that  corporation  will  claim. 

The  barque  "  Isabella,"  of  315-9-5-  tons  burthen,  registered  at  New  Bedford,  Mass.,  of 
which  Thos.  Knowles,  John  P.  Knowles,  Joseph  Knowles,  Wm.  O.  Brownell,  George 
Barney,  Slocum  Allen,  John  A.  Wood,  and  Thos.  H,  Knowles,  of  New  Bedford ;  Deborah 
D.  Goddard,  of  Boston  ;  Hudson  Winslow,  of  Freetown ;  James  S.  Winslow,  of  Dartmouth  ; 
Reuben  Nickerson,  jun.,  of  Easthaven — all  in  Massachusetts  ;  Henry  Burding  and  Abner 
H.  Davis,  of  New  York ;  and  Edward  D.  Mandell,  of  New  Bedford,  executor  of  Edward 
M.  Robinson,  were  owners ;  and  Hudson  Winslow  was  master, — sailed  from  New  Bedford, 
September  29,  1863,  on  a  whaling  voyage,  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  On  the  26th  of  June, 
1865,  while  beating  through  the  Behring's  Straits  towards  the  Arctic  Ocean,  and  in 
latitude  about  64°  50'  north,  was  captured,  plundered,  and  burned,  with  her  stores  and 
cargo. 

Dols.  c. 

The  owners  claim,  for  value  of  barque  and  outfit     .  .                  . .                   . .                   . .  60,000  0 

Oil  and  whalebone  on  board                  ...                   ..                   ..                  ..                   ..  27,765  0 

Loss  by  breaking  up  of  voyage               ..                    ..                   ..                    ..                    ..  174,600  0 

The  New   England   Mutual   Marine  Insurance  Company  claim,  as  insurers  of  Hudson 

Winslow,  on  outfit  and  cargo         ..                    ..                   ..                    ..                    ..  1,000  0 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  paid  on  fire  policies  on  barque  and 

outfit       ..                   ..                   ..                   ..                   ..                   ..                  ..  16,800  0 

The  barque  "  Aliva,"  of  573§f  tons,  registered  at  Searsport,  Maine, — whereof  Edward 
Staples,  of  Stockton,  Maine,  William  McGilvery,   of  Searsport.  John  M.  Lane,  Joseph 
Cook,  F.  and  P.  Pendleton,  Lebbeus  Curtis,  Wm.  F.  Black,  Woodman  Cronin,  and  Robert 
Porter,  of  Searsport,  and  Benj.  Carver,   of  New  York  City,  were  owners,  and  the  said 
Edward  Staples  was  master, — sailed  from  Newport,  England,  October  6,  1864,  laden  with 
railroad  iron,  and  bound  for  Buenos  Ayres ;  was  captured,  pillaged,  and  sunk,  October  29, 
1864,  about  latitude  16°  40'  north,  longitude  26°  45'  west. 

Dols.     c. 
The  owners  claim,  for  value  of  barque  and  outfit    . .  . .  . .  . .         68,000     0 

For  freight  under  charter-party  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..         15,000     0 

The  master,  Edward  Staples,  for  loss  of  primage,  wages,  and  personal  effects  . .  3,817  43 

The  barque  "  Susan,"  of  134  tons  burthen,  registered  at  Sag  Harbour,  and  enrolled  at 
New  York, — whereof  C.  H.  H.  Meyer,  of  New  York,  was  sole  owner,  and  F.  W.  Hansen, 
master, — sailed  from  Cardiff,  Wales,  September  26,  1864,  laden  with  coal,  and  bound  for 
the  coast  of  Brazil,  was,  November  10,  1864,  stripped  and  sunk. 

Dols.     c. 
The  owner  claims  for  value  of  vessel    ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  12,000     0 

And  for  freight  money  pending  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  2,500     0 

The  barque  "  Edward,"  of  274^f  tons  burthen, — whereof  Thos.  Knowles,  John  P. 
Knowles,  Joseph  Knowles,  John  Knowles,  2nd,  John  P.  Knowles,  Junr.,  Charles  Hitch, 
and  Jonathan  Brown,  native,  and  Antoin  Joseph,  a  naturalized  citizen,  all  of  New  Bedford, 
— sailed  from  New  Bedford,  August  2,  1864 ;  was  captured  December  5,  1864,  in  latitude 
37°  45'  south,  longitude  1 1°  50'  west,  about  forty  miles  westward  of  Tristan  d'Acunha, 
and  burned. 

Dols.    c. 
The  owners  claim  damages  for  value  of  barque,  outfit,  oil  on  board,  and  breaking  up  of 
voyage  (protesting  against  diminution  thereof  by  reason  of  19,875  dollars  received  by 
them  upon  insurance)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..       189,806     0 

The  barque  "  William  C.  Nye,"  389ff  tons  burthen,  registered  at  San  Francisco, — 
whereof  John  C.  Merrill,  D.  C.  M.  Ruer,  Alfred  Tabbs,  Geo.  H.  Moore,  Wm.  How,  Charles 
Hare,  and  P.  H.  Cooty,  of  San  Francisco,  were  owners,  and  P.  H.  Cooty  was  master, — 
sailed,  March  27,  1865,  from  the  port  of  San  Pedro,  on  a  whaling  cruize,  in  the  Arctic 
Ocean;  was  captured  by  the  "Shenandoah,"  June  26,  1865,  and  burned. 
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UOI8.     .  C. 

The  owners  claim  for  value  of  barque  ..  ..  ..  .-  35,000     0 

Boats  and  other  outfits       ..  ..  ..  < .  ... 

Oil  on  board  ..  ..  ..  . .  ..  •• 

Estimated  damage  in  loss  of  future  catching'  of  oil  ..  . .  .. 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  as  insurers  of  the  Union  Mutual 

Insurance  Company  of  New  Bedford,  for  the  risk  on  ship  and  outfit      . .  .  .         20,000     0 

The  barque  "  Gipsey,"  registered  at  New  Bedford,  of  110  tons  burthen, — whereof 
Thos.  Mandell  and  Sophia  Ann  Howland,  of  New  Bedford ;  Edward  M.  Cleaveland,  of 
Nantucket ;  and  Edward  Mott  Kobinson,  of  New  York  city,  were  owners,  and  Orlando 
G.  Robinson  was  master, — sailed  from  New  Bedford  May  28,  1862,  for  the  Pacific  Ocean, 
on  a  whaling  voyage;  was  captured  June  26,  1865,  in  latitude  64°  30'  north,  distant  five 
or  six  miles  from  the  western  shore  of  Behring's  Straits,  and  burned. 

The  owners  claim  for  value  of  barque 

For  whaling  outfit 

Oil  and  bone  on  board       . .  , .  . .  . . 

Value  of  prospective  catchings  . .  . .  . .  . . 

The  master,  Orlando  G.  Robinson,  for  merchandise,  fins,  whalebone,  whale  teeth,  &c. 
The  first  mate,  John  Callen,  for  whalebone,  tobacco,  clothing,  and  instruments 
The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  of  barque  and  outfit 
The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  insurers  of  barque  and  outfit 

The  ship  "  Hillman,"  of  382f f  tons  burthen,  registered  at  New  Bedford, — whereof 
Wm.  G.  Taber,  John  Hunt,  deceased,  Henry  Tabert,  James  Arnold,  Robert  Tuckerman, 
Wm.  J.  Rotch,  Joseph  Brownell,  of  New  Bedford,  and  Mary  E.  Gordon,  of  Brooklyn, 
New  York,  were  owners,  and  J.  A.  Macomber,  master, — sailed  from  Honolulu  May  2, 
1865,  on  a  whaling  voyage  in  the  Arctic  Ocean ;  was  captured  June  28,  1865,  within  the 
headlands  of  Cape  East  and  the  North  Cape  of  St.  Lawrence  Bay,  and  burned. 

The  owners  claim  as  value  of  vessel     . .  . .  . .  . . 

Outfits,  40,000  dollars,  and  oil  on  board,  10,489  dollars  75  cents 

Value  of  reasonable  prospective  catchings 

John  A.  Macomber,  master,  for  fins,  shells,  instruments,  books,  clothing,  and  expenses  .. 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurer  of  sundry  owners  on 

ship  and  outfits 
As  reinsurers  of  Union  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  Bedford,  on  ship  and  outfit  . . 

The  barque  "  Congress,"  of  376  tons  burthen,  registered  at  New  Bedford, — whereof 
Gideon  Allen,  Gilbert  Allen,  F.  E.  Stanbury,  Joseph  Clark,  Pardon  Tillinghast,  Jonathan 
Smith,  Eliza  W.  Allen,  George  Homer,  and  Frederick  Homer  were  owners,  and  the  said 
F.  E.  Stanbury  was  master, — sailed  from  New  Bedford  June  3,  1863,  for  the  Pacific  and 
Arctic  Oceans  ;  sailed  from  Honolulu  under  command  of  David  D.  Wood,  the  original 
master  being  sick,  for  the  Arctic  Ocean,  and  was  captured  June  28,  1865,  between  the 
headlands  of  Cape  East  and  North  Cape  of  St.  Lawrence  and  burned. 

Dols.  c. 

The  owners  claim  for  value  of  barque  and  outfit      ..  ..  ..  ..  56,000  0 

Whale  oil  and  bone  on  board  . .  ..  ,.  ..  . .  33,845  0 

And  for  prospective  catchings  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..         53,075  0 

Daniel  D.  Wood,  master,  personal  effects,  &c.         ..  ..  ..  ..  982  0 

The  ship  "  Isaac  Howland,"  399^5-  tons  burthen,  registered  at  New  Bedford, — whereoi 
Edward  D.  Mandell,  Charles  R.  Tucker,  Sylvia  Ann  Howland,  and  Thomas  Mandell,  of 
New  Bedford,  and  Edward  Mott  Robinson,  of  New  York  city,  were  owners,  Jeremiah 
Ludlow,  master,' — sailed  from  New  Bedford  October  19,  1864,  for  the  Pacific  and  Arctic 
Oceans  ;  captured  June  28,  near  the  point  of  Cape  East  and  North  Cape  of  St.  Lawrence, 
plundered  and  burned. 

The  owners  claim,  subject  to  abatement,  for  insurance,  for  value  of  ship  and  profit 
For  oil  and  bone  on  board 
And  for  prospective  catchings 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  upon  ship  and  outfit 
And  upon  catchings 

And  as   re-insurers   of  the  Commercial   Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  on  ship  and 
outfit,        ..  ..  ..  ..  ... 

Jeremiah  Ludlow,  master,  personal  effects  . .  . .  , . 

The  barque  "  Catherine,"  of  384|f  tons  burthen,  registered  at  New  London, — whereof 
John  Hemstead,  James  Smith,  Thomas  W.  Williams,  Henry  P.  Havens,  Robert  B.  Smith, 
and  Mrs.  Eliza  B.  Edgar,  of  New  London,  and  Samuel  Willetts  and  Grinnell  Minturn  and 
Co.,  of  New  York,  were  owners,  and  Wm.  H.  Phillips  was  master. — sailed  from  Honolulu 
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April  1865,  for  a  whaling  voyage  in  the  Arctic  Ocean  ;  was  captured  June  26,  1865,  in 
Behring's  Straits,  off  Masenka  Bay. 

Dols.    c. 
The  owners  claim  for  oil  about  ..  ..  ..  .  ..  18,328  75 

James  O'Donnell,  of  San  Francisco,  4th  officer,  for  goods,  &c,  have  in  catch  . .  3,800     0 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  of  ship  and  outfit    . .         11,676     0 
As  re-insurers  of  Ocean  Mutual  Insurance  Company  upon  ship  and  outfit     .  . .         15,000     0 

The  barque  "  Waverly,"  of  327^-  tons  burthen,  registered  at  New  Bedford, — whereof 
David  B.  Kempton,  Peleg  Slocum,  Frederick  Slocum,  Stephen  ~N.  Potter  (deceased), 
William  J.  Rotch,  Benjamin  B.  Covell,  Rudolphus  Beetle,  and  John  A.  Rodgers,  of  New 
Bedford,  and  Gideon  Richmond,  of  Dighton,  Mass.,  were  owners,  and  Richard  Holley 
was  master, — sailed  from  Honolulu  April  12,  1865,  on  a  whaling  voyage  in  the  Arctic 
Ocean  ;  was  captured  June  26,  1865,  in  Behring's  Straits,  and  burned. 

Dols.  c. 
The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim,  as  insurers  of  ship  and 

outfits      ..                   ..                   ..                  ..                   ..                  ..                  ..         31,250  0 

Richard  Holley,  master,  personal  effects  and  expenses                 ..                   ..                   ..           1,732  0 

The  "Susan  Abigail,"  of  159-9-5  tons  burthen,  whereof  Shed  and  Wright  were 
owners,  sailed  from  San  Francisco  on  a  whaling  voyage  April  27,  1865,  and  was  captured 
and  burned  in  the  Auyder  Sea. 

Dols.  c. 
The  owners  claim  for  the  brig',  outfit,  stores,  and  merchandise  on  board        ..  ..         41,123  37 

And  for  estimated  season's  catch  destroyed,  and  profits  of  trade  in  ivory       . .  . .       225,848  37 

The  barque  "  Covington,"  of  350f-f  tons  burthen,  registered  at  Bristol  and  Warren, — 
whereof  Charles  T.  Childs,  Shubal  P.  Childs,  Guy  M,  Fessenden,  of  Warren,  R.  I. ;  John 
L.  Jenks,  of  Edgarton,  Mass. ;  Thos.  L.  Jenks  and  Samuel  Talbot,  of  Boston ;  David 
S.  Wilson,  Thomas  G.  Wilson,  Henry  R.  Wilson,  and  James  G.  Wilson,  of  Baltimore, 
Md.,  were  owners,  and  John  L.  Jenks,  master, — sailed  November  22,  1864,  from  Honolulu 
on  a  whaling  voyage  ;  was  captured  and  burned  June  28,  1865,  in  Behring's  Straits. 

Dols.  c. 
The  owners  claim  for  the  value  of  the  barque  (less  12,748  dollars  75  cents  received  upon 

insurance  policies)      ..                   ..                  ..                   ..                   ..                   ..  17,251  25 

Loss  of  outfit,  stores,  and  cargo            ..                   ..                   ..                   ..                   ..  25,110  25 

For  prospective  catch  and  profits           ..                   ..                  ..                   ..                   ..  61,506  90 

For  effects,  &c.  of  John  C.  Mosher,  mate                 ..                   ..                   ..                   ..  514  0 

Charles  Smith  Downs,  seaman,  for  share  of  oil,  wages,  clothing,  &c.            . .                  . .  889  0 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  of  barque,  catch,  kc.  15,000  0 

The  "  D,  Godfrey,"  Samuel  W.  Hallett,  master,  from  Boston,  October  6,  1864.  to 
Valparaiso,  with  general  cargo,   burned  November  7,   1864,  in  latitude  6°  25'  , 

longitude  27°  15'  west. 

Dols.    c. 

The  New  England  Mutual  Marine  Insurance  Company  claim,  as  insurers  upon  merchandize 

on  board,  of  the  Ames  Plow  Company  . .  . .  . .  . .  863     0 

The  barque  •'  Nimrod,"  registered  at  New  Bedford,  of  340f  f  tons  burthen, — whereof 
Wm.  GifFord,  of  New  Bedford,  Nathaniel  C.  Casey,  of  Nantucket ;  Nehemiah  P.  Baker, 
of  Falmouth ;  Luther  Potter,  Josiah  Sherman,  Wanton  H.  Sherman,  and  Isaac  R.  GifFord, 
of  Westport,  were  owners,  and  James  M.  Clark  was  master, — sailed  from  New  Bedford? 
April  15,  1863,  bound  on  a  whaling  voyage  and  fitted  for  forty-eight  months;  was  captured 
June  25,  1865,  of  Indian  Point,  in  Behring's  Straits,  and  burned  with  cargo  and  stores. 

Dols.  c. 
The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  claim  as  insurers  of  vessel  and 

outfit       ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  .  „  ..         28,000     0 

The  owners,  protesting  against  any  diminution  of  their  damages  by  reason  of  the  receipt 

of  insurance  by  them,  claim  for  loss  of  vessel  and  outfit,  whale  oil,  and  bone  on  board, 

and  damages  by  breaking  up  the  voyage  . .  . .  . .  . .       :.  j8,280  87 

Wellington  Weaver,  of  San   Francisco,  late  first  officer,  for  personal  effects,  share  in  the 

catch  of  oil  and  bone,  and  in  prospective  catchings  . .  . .  . .  8,500     0 

The  ship  "  Euphrates,"  of  364ff  tons,  registered  at  New  Bedford,— whereof  Edward 
W„  Howland,  Joseph  Grinnell,  George  Barney,  and  Cornelius  Howland,  jun.,  executors 
of  Cornelius  Howland,  deceased;  Geo.  Barney,  in  his  own  right ;  and  Frederick  S.  GifFord, 
of  New  Bedford  ;  Abraham  R.  GifFord,  of  Westport,  Mass.;  Andrew  HowlantJ,  of  Boston; 
and  Henry  Grinnell,  of  New  York,  were  owners,  and  Thomas  B.  Hathaway  was  master, — 
sailed  from  Honolulu,  April  29,  1865,  on  a  whaling  voyage  ;  was  captured  June  2i,  1865, 
near  Behring's  Straits,  and  about  15  miles  north-east  of  Cape  Thaddeus,  with  cargo  and 
tores. 
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Dols.    c. 
The  owners  claim  for  value  of  ship  and  outfits,  oil,  and  whalebone  on  board. .  . .         67,813  50 

For  damage  in  breaking  up  voyage      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..       100,875     0 

Of  the  owners,  Joseph  Grinnell  and  Henry   Grinnell   were  insured,  and  had   received 

payment  of  their  losses  to  the  extent  of  „ .  . .  . .  . .  9,750     0 

The  other  owners  had  no  indemnity  or  satisfaction. 

The  ship  "  Edward  Casey,"  357|-|  tons  burthen,  registered  in  San  Francisco,  whereof* 
Charles  Hare,  of  San  Francisco,  was  sole  owner,  and  Geo.  D.  Baker  was  master,  sailed 
from  San  Francisco,  January  22,  1865,  on  a  whaling  voyage.  The  ship  and  outfit  having 
cost  42,982  dollars  20  cents,  was  captured  and  burned  April  3,  1865,  in  latitude  6°  50' 
south,  longitude  168°  east. 

Dols.  c. 
The  owners  claim  for  loss  of  ship  and  outfit,  and  breaking  up  of  voyage       ..  . .       109,582  70 

The  ship  "  Abigail,"  309|f  tons  burthen,  registered  at  New  Bedford, — whereof  Laren 
Snow,  Oliver  Crocker,  George  O.  Crocker,  Pardon  Tillinghast,  of  New  Bedford ;  and 
Ebenezer  F.  Nye,  of  Picasset,  Mass.,  were  owners,  and  the  said  Nye  was  master, — sailed 
from  Yokohama,  April  13,  1865,  on  a  whaling  voyage;  was  captured  and  burned  May  27, 
1865,  off  Cape  Oliver,  in  Ochotsh  Sea. 

Dols.    c. 
The  owners  claim  for  barque,  outfit,  oil  on  board   ..  ..  ..  ,,  61,543  50 

Damages  by  breaking  up  voyage  ..  ..  ..  . .  ..       169,849  20 

Ebenezer  F.  Nye,  master,  for  loss  of  goods  on  board  ..  ..  ..         12,505     0 

James  F.  Taber,  mate,  for  private  effects  ..  ..  ..  ..  610  50 

The  barque  "  Josiah  Swift,"  454-9-5-  tons  burthen,  registered  at  New  Bedford, — whereof 
Jireh  Swift,  Jr.,  Frederick  S.  Allen,  Oliver  Crooker,  Geo.  Crooker,  Thos.  W.  Williams, 
Pardon   Tillinghast,  Jas.  H.    Howland,   Abraham   Dellano,  Allen   Case,  Joseph  Clarke, 
Nancy  S.  Billings,  of  New  Bedford,  Humphrey  H.  Swift  and  Wm.  A.  Russell,  of  New 
York,  were  owners,  and  Thomas  W.  Williams  was  master, — sailed  from  Honolulu  on  a 
whaling  voyage  April  1865;  was  captured  June  22,  1865,  off  Cape  Thaddeus,  in  the  North 
Pacific  Ocean,  and  burned. 

Dols.    c. 
The  owners  claim  for  damages  ..  ...  ..  ..  .,       223,587  50 

Thomas  W.  "Williams,  master,  private  effects  ..  ..  ..  ..  963     0 

James  O.  Aveline,  first  mate  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1 80  25 

The  ship  "General  Williams,"  419ff  tons  burthen,  registered  at  New  London,— 
whereof  Charles  Barnes,  Henry  R.  Bond,  Acors  Barnes,  Wm.  H.  Barnes,  of  New  London ; 
Wm.  Williams  and  Harriet  P.  Williams,  of  Norwich ;  George  C.  Benjamin,  of  Boston ; 
and  Grinnell  Mintern  and  Co.,  of  New  York,  were  owners,  William  Benjamin,  master, — 
sailed  from  Honolulu  December  22,  1864,  on  a  whaling  voyage  in  the  Arctic  Ocean  ;  was 
captured  and  burned  June  25,  1862,  near  the  Island  of  St.  Lawrence. 

Dols.  c. 
The  owners  claim  damages  by  her  destruction  (over  and  above  44,673  dollars  20  cents 

net  insurance  received  by  them)  . .                   .  „                   . .                   . .                   . .  40,503  85 

Wm.  Benjamin,  master     ..                   ..                   ..                   ..                   ..                   ..  1,215  0 

Asa  Benjamin,  first  mate  . .                   . .                   . .                   . .                    . .                  . .  270  0 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  of  ship,  outfit,  and 

catchings                    ..                  ..                  ..                  ..                  ..                  ..  23,792  0 

The  barque  "Favourite,"  293ff  tons  burthen,  registered  at  New  Bedford, — whereo 
Farman  R.  Whitwell  and  Hannah  Whitwell,  of  Fair  Haven ;  Thomas  G.  Young,  of 
Portland,  Maine :  Anna  E.  W.  Richardson,  of  Nunda ;  and  Georgia  W.  Moore,  of 
Brooklyn,  New  York,  were  owners,  Thomas  G.  Young,  master, — sailed  from  Kanagawa 
April  28,  1865,  on  a  whaling  voyage  in  the  Arctic  Ocean;  was  captured  and  burned 
June  28,  1 865,  while  beating  up  Behring's  Straits. 

Dols.    c. 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  claim,  as  insurers  and  assignees  of  the  owners, 

for  loss  paid  on  vessel  and  outfit  . .  . .  . .  . .  . ,         40,000     0 

Thos.  G.  Young,  late  master,  for  loss  of  private  effects  . .  . .  . .  1,498  25 

The  schooner  "  Lizzie  M.  Stacey." 

Francis  M.  Ashton,  of  Salem,  Mass.,  late  an  officer  of  the  schooner  '*  Lizzie  M.  Stacey," 
destroyed  by  the  "  Shenandoah,"  near  latitude  1°  north,  longitude  28°  west,  claims 
for  loss  of  wages,  books,  expenses,  and  personal  injury        . .  . .  . .  3  050     0 

Ship  "  Nassau." 

Mrs.  William  C.  Paine,  of  Boston,  claims  for  her  share  one-eighth  of  the  ship  "  Nassau," 

burned  in  the  Arctic  Ocean.  June  28;  1865      ..  ..  ..  ,,         10  000     0 
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The  barque  "  Martha." 

Dol8.  c. 
Joshua  L.  Macomber,  late  master  of  the  barque  "  Martha,"  of  New  Bedford,  for  personal 

effects,  &c.                    ..                  ..                   ..                   ..                   ..                   ..           3,175  0 

James  Bowden,  first  mate  . .                  . .                   . .                   . .                   . .                   . .              700  0 

Charles  H.  Smith,  second  mate              . .                  . .                   . .                   . .                   . .              625  0 

Ship  "  Sophia  Thornton." 

John  W.  Thompson,  late  chief  mate  of  ship  "  Sophia  Thornton,"  of  New  Bedford,  claims 

for  loss  of  personal  effects,  expenses,  &c  ..  . .  ..  ..  467     0 


Dols. 

c. 

56,000 

0 

9,294 

79 

18,624 

44 

25,000 

0 

9,000 

0 

4,200 

0 

1,000 

0 

"  Florida." 

The  following  is  an  abstract  of  the  claims  filed  in  the  Department  of  State  by 
American  citizens,  native  or  naturalized,  and  by  corporations  organized  and  doing  business 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  in  which  they  are  respectively  located,  for  damages  sustained 
by  them,  as  the  owners,  mariners,  freighters,  or  insurers  of  duly  documented  vessels  of  the 
United  States,  captured  and  destroyed  or  appropriated  by  the  officers  and  crew  of  the 
steamer  "  Florida,"  and  as  owners,  insurers,  or  otherwise  interested  in  the  cargoes  of  such 
ships,  or  in  charter-parties  for  the  service  of  such  ships  : — 

The  "Red  Gauntlet,"  of  Boston,  a  ship  of  1,038  tons  burthen,  whereof  A.  H.  Lucas 
was  master,  and  FraDcis  Boyd,  of  Boston,  was  owner,  sailed  from  Boston  May  22,  1863, 
laden  with  ice  and  general  cargo,  for  Hong  Kong,  China,  a  portion  of  the  cargo  belonging 
to  said  Francis  Boyd,  and  the  remaining  capacity  of  the  ship,  after  reserving  room  for  coal 
for  ballast,  was  chartered  to  Everett  and  Co.,  of  Boston,  for  the  outward  voyage,  for 
12,000  dollars,  in  Mexican  dollars.  On  June  14,  1863,  in  about  latitude  8°  30'  north, 
longitude  34°  40'  west,  was  captured,  the  cargo  plundered,  from  day  to  day,  by  the  officers 
and  crew  of  the  "  Florida,"  and  the  ship  and  remainder  of  the  cargo  burned  June  26, 
1863,  in  longitude  47°,  latitude  29°  north,  or  thereabouts. 

The  owner  claims,  for  himself  and  his  underwriters,  as  follows,  viz. : — 

For  value  of  ship  and  outfit 

For  value  of  part  of  cargo  belonging  to  him 

For  value  of  charter  on  outward  voyage 

Including  exchange  on  — ,  less  value  of  homeward  freight 

The  Sun   Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  of  Everett  and  Co.,  on 

cargo 
The    Atlantic    Mutual  Insurance   Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  upon  cargo  of 

Thos.  B.  Everett 
Same  Company,  as  insurers  upon  cargo  of  Henry  P.  Blanchard 

The  ship  "Commonwealth,"  of  l,275-9%  tons  burthen,  registered  at  New  York, 
whereof  George  S.  McClellan  was  master,  and  Nehemiah  P.  Mann  and  Nehemiah  P. 
Mann,  Jr.,  Adrian  J.  Mann,  of  Boston  ;  Messrs.  Charles  L.  Colby,  of  the  city  of  New  York ; 
Gardner  Colby,  of  Boston ;  Thos.  Hastings,  Henry  Scudder,  Thos.  M.  Hastings, 
Albert  Dunbar,  of  Brewster,  Mass. ;  Frederic  Dunbar  of  Yarmouth,  Mass, ;  Geo.  Cogswell, 
of  Bradford;  Wra.  N.  Botson,  now  deceased,  of  Boston;  and  the  said  Geo.  S.  McClellan, 
were  owners, — sailed  March  19,  1863,  laden  with  general  cargo  and  Government  stores, 
for  San  Francisco ;  was  captured,  plundered,  and  burned  April  17,  1863,  about  thirty  miles 
south  of  the  equator,  in  longitude  about  30°  west. 

N.  P.  Mann  and  Co.,  claim  as  owners  of  one-fourth  of  ship  and  freight 

The  ?*Ietropolitan  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  of  Dunbar  and  Colby,  on 

freight 
Geo.  J.  Brooks  and  Co.,  of  New  York,  for  merchandize 
Dimon  Hubbard,  of  Maiden,  Mass. 
Thomas  Emery's  Sons,  of  Cincinnati,  claim  for  merchandize  and  premium  of  insurance 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim,  as  insurers  and  assignees 
upon  cargo,  as  follows  : — 
Of  E.  and  H.  T.  Anthony 

Dunbar,  Hobart,  and  Co.     . . 

Hertzog  and  Co.  . .  • . 

J.  B.  Newton  and  Co. 

Zorn  and  Co 

Kennedy  and  Bell  .  . .  . . 

H.  W.  Bragg  and  Co. 

W.  S.  Bancroft  . 

Willet  C.  Ward  and  Co.       .. 

C.  H.  Benedict  and  Co. 

John  D.  Wing    .  . .  ..      • 

N.  Kellogg  and  Co. 

Hawley  and  Co. 

Kelly,  Mott,  and  Co. 


Dols. 

c. 

22,250 

0 

2,000 

0 

1,235 

0 

635 

50 

4,488 

20 

353 

0 

4,637 

0 

5,000 

0 

2,000 

0 

60 

0 

6,891 

0 

1,141 

0 

1,000 

0 

2,583 

0 

4,050 

0 

1,400 

0 

397 

0 

1,000 

0 

484 

0 

Dois. 

c. 

1,870 

0 

4,000 

0 

7,227 

0 

1,445 

0 

1,600 

0 

1,200 

0 

3,500 

0 

500 

0 

7,150 

0 

300 

0 

2,216 

0 

62,044 

0 

6,394 

20 

1,855 

0 

1,100 

0 

7,500 

0 

2,818 

0 

291 

0 

13,564 

0 
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• 

Charles  W.  Crosby 

Robert  L.  Taylor 

Roes,  Dempster,  and  Co.      . .  . . 

Brewster  and  Co.  . .       •  . .  . .  . . 

S.  Hausmann    ..  .. 

Demas  S.  Barnes  and  Co. 
J.  H.  Coghill  and  Co. 
C.  H.  Grant  and  Co. 
Charles  W.  Crosby  and  Co.  . 
Mitchell  Vance  and  Co. 
Kelly,  Mott,  and  Co. 

Making,  in  all,  the  sum  of  .  . .  . . 

Robert  Morrison  and  Co.,  claim  for  merchandize    .. 

The  Pacific   Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim,  as  insurers  and  assignees 
upon  property,  as  follows  : — 

Of  Morris  Speyer    .  . .  ... 

W.  S.  Toole      . .  . . 

William  Seligman  and  Co. 

Cornelius  Comstock  ...  . . 

John  Keys        . .  ...  . . 

Making,  in  all,  the  sum  of  . 

The  Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim,  as  insurers  of  merchandize  in  the 

"  Commonwealth,"  and  by  subrogation  to  the  rights  of  Josiah  Macy's  Sons,  of  New 

York,  for  1,287  dols.,  and  H.  Doppraan  and  Co.,  of  New  York,   for    1,600  dols., 

making    ..  ..  . .  ..  ..  . .  ..  2,887     0 

The   Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New   York  claim  as  insurers  upon  freight  of 

Dunbar  and  Colby,  10,000  dols. ;   of  same  primage,  2,000  dols. ;   of  same   cargo, 

5,000  dols.;  B.  Marche  and  Brothers,  cargo,  428  dols.,  making  ..  .. 

Van  Winkle  and  Duncan,  of  New  York,  claim  for  merchandize  lost 
Hostetter  and  Smith,  of  Pittsburg,  Pa.,  claim  for  merchandize  lost 
Coffin,  Reddington,  and  Co.,  of  New  York,  claim  for  merchandize  lost 
Murphy,  Grant,  and  Co.,  of  New  York,  claim  for  merchandize  lost  ... 

Van  Antwerp  and  Mapol  claim,  for  merchandize  lost 

Emanuel  Rosenfeldt  and  Jacob  Rosenfeldt,  of  New  York  City,  claim  for  merchandize 
J.  Heller  and  Brothers,  at  New  York,  and  M.  Heller  and  Brothers,  at  San  Francisco  (one 

firm),  claim  for  merchandize 
James  de  la  Montanya,  of  San  Francisco,  claims  for  merchandize 
Jacob  Zack,  of  San  Francisco,  claims  for  loss 
John  Taylor,  of  San  Francisco,  claims  for  goods 
John  Young  Hallock,  Miles  B.  Carpenter,  Harry  C.  Parker,  and  Christian  Christiansen, 

of  San  Fran' i  *co,  claim  for  goods  lost 
David  Nichols   Hawley,  Walter  Nichols  and  George  Thos.  Hawley,  of  San  Francisco, 

claim  for  goods  lost 
Thomas  Day,  of  San  Francisco,  claims  for  goods 
Charles  William  Armes,  George  Willis  Armes,  and  Richard  B.  Dallahu,  of  San  Francisco, 

claim  for  goods  lost      .  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1,903  61 

Joseph  Pollock,  of  New  York,  and  Leopold  Pollock,  of  San  Francisco,  claim  for  goods 

destroyed   .  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  253  80 

Edward  Burke,  Benjamin  and  Wm.  Franklin  Whittier,  of  San  Francisco,  claim  for  goods 

destroyed  .  ..  ..  ,  „  ..  ..  ..  1,745  94 

H.  Cohen  and  Co.,  of  New  York  and  San  Francisco,  claim  for  merchandize    „  ..  5,222  35 

John  E.  Louer,  of  New  York,  claims  for  goods  lost  .  . .  . .  . .  474  18 

William  Heller,  of  New  York,  Louis  Sachs  and  Martin  Sachs,  of  San  Francisco,  California, 

claim  for  goods  lost  (subject  to  reduction  of  4,192  dols.  for  insurance)  ..  ..  9,683     0 

The   New  England   Mutual    Marine  Insurance  Company  claim  as  insurers,  upon  ship 

"  Commonwealth,"  of  Harry  Scudder  and  Co.   .  ..  ..  ..  5,000     0 

Of  Dunbar  and  Colby        .,.  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..        17,500     0 

The  American  ship  "Jacob  Bell,"  of  l,380ff  tons  burthen,  registered  at  New  York, 
— whereof  Charles  H.  Frisbie  was  master,  and  Abril  A.  Low,  Josiah  O.  Low,  Edward 
H.  R.  Lyman,  and  Harriet  W.  Bell,  of  New  York  city,  Susan  D.  Brown,  of  Princeton,  and 
Frederick  F.  Cornell,  of  Somerville,  New  Jersey,  Frederick  L.  Washburne,  of  Boston, 
Edward  King  and  Wm.  H.  King,  of  Newport,  R.  L,  were  sole  owners, — sailed  from  Foo- 
chow,  China,  November  8,  1862,  with  a  cargo  for  New  York  ;  was  captured  and  burned, 
with  the  cargo,  February  12,  1863,  in  latitude  24°  north,  longitude  65°  58'  west,  by  the 
"Florida." 

A.  A.  Low  and  Brothers  claim,  as  owners  and  assignees  of  the  ship  and  cargo,  as 
follows:  — 

Dols.     c. 
For  value  of  ship  (10,000  dollars  only  insured)       . .  . ,  . .  . .         22,783     0 

Merchandise  (on  which  45,000  dollars  insurance)  . .  ..  .,  ..         94,922  30 


17,428 

0 

893 

9 

2,072 

9 

3,342 

G3 

15,288 

77 

714 

18 

18,744 

.96 

4,008 

24 

1,375 

15 

1,253 

90 

904 

88 

2,948 

80 

8,496 

19 

5,316 

69 

22 


The  Pacific  Mutual  Insurance  Company  claims,  as  assignees  of  A.  A.  Low  and  Brothers, 
on  merchandise  ..  ..  ..  ..  ., 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim,  as  insurers  upon  cargo  of 

of  "  Jacob  Bell,"  and  assignees  of  Pickering,  Winslow,  and  Co.,  of  Boston 
Of  Williams  and  Hall,  Boston 
Young  and  Emmons 
Bercklin  and  Crane 
Weston  and  Grey 
Frothingham  and  Bailey 
Oliphants,  Son  and  Co. 

Amounting  to 

The  Commercial  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claims,  as  insurers  of  ship 

and   cargo,    and    assignee    of  A.   A.  Low    and    Brothers    on    three-twentieths    of 

hull,  &c. 
Mrs.  Martha  N.  Williams,  of  Utica,  N.  Y.,  claims  for  furniture,  books,  and  clothing,  and 

other  personal  effects  (in  gold) 
Charles  W.  Johnson,  minor  son  of  John  W.  Johnson,  American  missionary  at  Swatow, 

claims,  for  clothing,  &c.  (in  gold) 
The  Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim,  as  insurers  and  by  subrogation 

to  the  rights  of  sufferers  by  loss  of  the  "  Jacob  Bell " 


Dols.     c. 
10,000     0 


1,600 

0 

5,600 

0 

9,000 

0 

8,312 

0 

93,563 

0 

3,000 

0 

3,808 

0 

124,883 

0 

17,500 

0 

1,65318 

200     0 


22,119     0 


The  "  Oneida,"  an  American  ship  of  420f  §  tons  burthen,  duly  registered  at  New 
York, — whereof  Thomas  S.  Hathaway,  of  New  Bedford,  was  sole  owner,  and  Jesse  F. 
Potter  was  master, — sailed  from  Shanghae,  January  24,   1863,  with   a  cargo  partly  as 
freight  and  partly  on  owner's  account,  and  was  captured  April  24,   1863,  in  latitude 
1°40'  south,  longitude  29°  10'  west,  by  the  "  Florida,"  pillaged  and  burned,  with  cargo  and 
stores. 

The  owner  claims  damages  as  follows : — 

Dols.    c. 
For  losses  on  vessel,  valued  at  25,000  dollars,  deducting  amount  paid  by  underwriters, 
15,000  dollars — less   premium  of  insurance,  1,802  dollars — 13,198  dollars,  making 
loss  on  ship  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  .. 

For  loss  on  cargo,  after  deducting  the  sums  paid  by  underwriters,  less  premium 

Loss  on  freight  list,  after  deductions 

The  Metropolitan  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claims,  as  reinsurers  and  assignees  of 

the  Baltimore  Marine  Insurance  Company,  on  the  cargo 
The  Washington  Insurance  Company  of  Boston  claims,  as  reinsurers  of  the  New  York 

Mutual  Insurance  Company,  upon  cargo,  of  Thos.  S.  Hathaway 
The  Pacific  Mutual  Insurance  Company  claim,  as  insurers  of  profits  on  cargo  of  Thomas 

S.  Hathaway 
The  Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claims,  as  insurers  of  cargo  . . 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claims,  as  reinsurers  of  Sun  Mutual 

Insurance  Company,  on  cargo 
The  New  England  Mutual  Marine  Insurance  Company  claims,  as  insurers  and  assignees 

of  Thos.  S.  Hathaway,  on  the  profits  of  the  ship 
As  reinsurers  of  Mercantile  Mutual  Insurance  Company 

The  American  ship  "Star  of  Peace,"  of  94 Iff  tons  burthen,  duly  registered  at 
Boston, — whereof  Charles  Hill  and  Charles  F.  Hill,  of  West  Koxbury  ;  John  Currier,  jun., 
of  Newburyport,  Mass.;  and  Wm.  Lambert,  of  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  were  the  sole  owners, 
and  Francis  M.  Hinckley  was  master, — sailed  from  Calcutta  December  8,  1862,  with  cargo, 
bound  for  Boston,  and  was  captured  by  the  "  Florida,"  March  6,  1863,  in  latitude 
1 5°  north,  longitude  54°  west,  plundered,  and  burned,  with  remaining  cargo. 
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The  owners  claim  the  value  of  the  ship  and  outfit,  56,500  dollars  ;  for  freight  and  cargo, 
27,384  dollars 

The  Washington  Insurance  Company  of  Boston  claim,  as  insurers  and  assignees  of  Charles 
Hill,  on  ship  . .  . .  . .  . . 

Of  B.  H.  Lisbee,  upon  profits  on  property  of  ship    . . 

Henry  Dupont,  Eleuther  Dupont,  Lammont  Dupont,  and  Eugene  Dupont,  of  Wilming- 
ton, Del.,  claim  for  cargo 

The  Commercial  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim,  as  insurers  and  assignees  of 
Curtis  and  Peabody,  of  Boston,  upon  merchandize 

As  reinsurers  of  the  Orient  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York 

The  Pacific  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim,  as  insurers  and  assignees 
of  E.  J.  Dupont,  De  Nemours  and  Co.,  of  Wilmington,  on  merchandize 

The  Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim,  as  assignees  or  subrogated  to 
the  rights  of  parties  damaged  by  the  loss  of  the  ship,  as  follows  :— 
Curtis  and  Peabody,  of  Boston,  upon  profits  on  merchandize 
B.  H.  Silsbee,  upon  merchandise  . .  . .  . .  . . 

E.  J.  Dupont,  De  Nemours  and  Co.,  of  Wilmington,  Del. 

The  Manufacturers'  Insurance  Company  of  Boston  (on  reinsurance) 

In  all 


Dols 


83,884     0 


6,000 

0 

8,000 

0 

22,000 

0 

10,000 

0 

3,815 

0 

5,000 

0 

8,000 

0 

8  652 

0 

15,000 

0 

10,000 

0 

41,652 

0 

23 


Dols. 


Dols. 

166,000 

1,708 

48,153 

350 

48,153 

c. 

0 

51 

0 
0 

0 

40,000 
900 

0 

0 

40,900 

0 

2,455 
898 

9 
32 

The  Columbian  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim,  as  insurers  and  assignees 

of  Charles  F.  Hill,  upon  freight  and  vessel    ...  . .  . .  . .         10,000     0 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  claim,  as  insurers  and  assignees  of  J.  S.  Farlon 
and  Co.,  Hiram  Hutchinson,  Young  and  Emmons,  J.  G.  Wild,  and  W.  H.  Goodwin, 
T.  Salter,  Frederick  Dan,  Dana  and  Co.,  George  M.  Baupond,  and  W.  C.  Codman, 
in  all       ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..       109,749     0 

The  New  England  Mutual  Marine  Insurance  Company  of  Boston   claims,  as   insurers  of 

John  S.  Farlon  and  Co.  . .  . .    '  . .  . ,  .  .  2,500     0 

As  reinsurers  of  China  Mutual  Insurance  Company  . .  . .  . .         10,000     0 

The  ship  "  Electric  Spark,"  of  Philadelphia,  of  810  tons  burthen,  whereof  Wm.  J.  Taylor, 
of  Philadelphia,  was  owner,  and  John  C.  Graham  was  master,  sailed  from  New  York, 
July  9,  1864,  bound  for  New  Orleans  with  a  full  cargo;  was  captured  by  the  "  Florida/' 
July  10,  1864. 

The  owner  claims  for  the  value  of  the  vessel,  her  outfit,  and  coal  .  . 

Edward  Anthony,  H.  T.  Anthony  and  Co.,  claim  for  merchandise 
The  Pacific  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claims,  as  insurers  upon  cargo 
The  Commercial  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  upon  cargo 
The  Pacific  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim,  as  insurers  and  assignees  of 
Isaac  Hobart,  of  New  York,  on  cargo  . .  . . 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claims,  as  reinsurers  of  Mutual  Insur- 
ance Company  on  cargo  . .  .  .  .  „  . , 
Of  J.  R.  Bassett,  on  carsro            . .                   . .                  . . 


Samuel  Perry,  Charles  S.  Perry,  and  S.  B.  Potter,  claim  for  merchandise  lost 
Tuthiil,  Miller,  and  Co.,  of  New  York,  claim  for  merchandise  lost 

The  ship  "  Avon,"  of  Boston,  of  946ff  tons  burthen,  duly  registered  at  Kennebunk, — 
whereof  Hartley  Lord  and  Henry  C.  Lord,  of  Boston ;  Daniel  Cleares  and  John  W.  Deering, 
of  Saco;  George  Wise  and  M.  C.  Matting,  of  Kennebunk,  Maine  ;  and  Alfred  Howes,  of 
Dennis,  Mass.,  were  the  sole  owners,  and  the  said  Alfred  Howes  was  master, — was  laden 
with  a  cargo  at  Howland's  Island,  in  the  Pacific  Ocean,  for  Queenstown,  Ireland,  for  orders, 
and  thence  to  a  port  of  discharge  ;  she  sailed  from  Howland's  Island,  December  31,  1863, 
and  was  captured  by  the  "Florida,"  March  29,  1864,  plundered,  and  burned  on  the  next 
day,  with  her  cargo. 

Dols.      c. 
The  owners  claim  for  value  of  the  vessel,  80,000  dollars,  and  for  freight  on  charter  money, 

50,000  dollars,  making  . .  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  .,       130,000     0 

Alfred  Howes  claims  for  loss  of  primage,  money,  chests,  instruments,  &c.         . .  , .  3,000     0 

And  H.  C.  Flinn,  mate,  for  wearing  apparel,  &c.  . .  . .  .  .  . .  500     0 

The  Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim  as  insurers,  and  by  subrogation 

to  the  rights  of  Hartley,  Lord,  and  Co.  .  .  . .  . .  . .  9,000     0 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim  as  insurers  upon  cargo  of  Gliddon 

and  Williams  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  . ,  .  .  7,000     0 

The  ship  "Crown  Point,"  of  l,098|f  tons  burden,  duly  registered  at  the  port  of  New 
York,  whereof  John  N.  Grist  was  master,  sailed  from  New  York  on  the  9th  of  April, 
1863,  bound  for  San  Francisco,  and  on  the  13th  of  May,  1863,  about  seventy  miles 
north-east  from  Pernambuco,  was  captured  and  burned,  with  her  cargo,  by  the  crew  of  the 
"Florida":— 

Dols.     c. 
Fuller,  Lord,  and  Co.,  of  New  York,  claim  for  merchandize  lost       . .  , .  . .  5,282  28 

S.  Morris,  Locke,  and  Montague,  claim  for  merchandize     . .  . .  . .  . .  1,675   74 

The  Commercial  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim  as  insurers  and  assignees 

of  John  Chadwick,  of  New  York,  on  merchandize  lost  . .  . .  . .  2,000     0 

And  of  Jay  L.  Adams,  of  New  York,  on  merchandize  lost . .  . .  . .  . .  2,800     0 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim  as  insurers  of  cargo,  and 

assignees  of  Searles  and  Williams,  315  dollars;  Weis,  Keller,  and  Co.,  4,162  dollars  ; 

Brewster  and  Co.,  625  dollars  ;  C.  Floyd  Jones,  522  dollars  ;  Ross,  Dempter,  and  Co., 

2,137  dollars;    J.  B.  Newton  and  Co.,  1,000  dollars;    U.  S.  Bancroft,  550  dollars; 

Stephen  Prichard,  3,000  dollars  ;    Scholle  Brothers,  2,600  dollars  ;  Kelly,  Mott,  and 

Co.,  854  dollars  ;  Rob.  L.  Taylor,  1,200  dollars  ;  R.  W.  Ropes  and  Co.,  300  dollars  ; 

J.  H.  Coghill  and  Co.,  1,780  dollars  ;    Eugene  Kelly,  21,499  dollars  ;    E.  N.  Kellog 

and  Co.,  812  dollars  ;  Geo.  Howes  and  Co.,  8,000  dollars  ;  Fleisehmann  and  Cohn, 

176  dollars  ;    S.  Straus,  Bros,  and  Co.,  8,500  dollars;    Freeman  and  Simpson,  1,300 

dollars;  Charles  W.  Crosby,  2,091  dollars  ;  Underhill  and  Co,  2,091  dollars  ;  making 

in  all  the  sum  of 

William  Ward  Peck,  of  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  claims  for  goods  lost 

Dimon  Hubbard,  of  Maiden,  Mass.,  claims  for  merchandise  lost 

George  J.  Brooks  and  Co.,  of  New  York,  claims  for  merchandise  lost 

Coffin,  Reddington,  and  Co.,  of  New  York,  claims  for  goods  lost 

The  Pacific  Mutual  Insurance  Company,  of  New  York,  claim  as  insurers  and  assignees  of 
John  Keys,  of  New  York,  upon  cargo 
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Thomas  Emery's  Sons,  of  Cincinnati,  for  merchandise  lost  Ej     , ,, 

The  Metropolitan  Insurance  Company,  of  New  York,  claims  as  insurers  and  assignees  of 
Roberts,  Morrison,  and  Co.,  on  cargo 

The  Sun   Mutual  Insurance  Company,  of  New  York,  claims   damages  by  loss  of  Crown 

Point,  as  insurers  of  merchandise  subrogated  to  Steinway  and  Sons,  for 
And  J.  M.  and  J.  N.  Plumb,  all  of  New  York 

In  all 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  claim  as  insurers  of  freight  of  Henry 

Cook 
On  cargo,  of  Neustadter  Bros. 
L.  P.  Rose 
Clark  and  Wilber 
L.  Mc  Murray  and  Co. 
Holmes,  Goodwin,  and  Co. 
Dunbart,  Hobart,  and  Co. 
Clarke  Wilber 

Making 

Van  Winkle  and  Dunn,  of  New  York,  claim  for  merchandise  lost 

Coffin,  Reddington,  and  Co.,  of  New  York,  claim  for  merchandise  lost 

J.  Heller  and  Bros.,  of  New  York,  and  M.  Heller  and  Bros.,  of  San  Francisco,  claim  for 

goods  lost 
Lysander  Button,  of  New  York,  assignee  of  Robert  Blake,  of  the  same  place,  and  in  his 

own  right,  claims  for  merchandise  lost  . .  . .  , , 

James  de  la  Montanya,  of  San  Francisco,  claims  for  merchandise  lost 
The  New  England  Mutual  Marine  Insui'ance  Company  of  Boston,  claims  as  insurers  and 

assignees  of  F.  Pierce  and  Co.,  on  property  lost 
Of  Curtis  Peabody,  on  vessel 

On  reinsurance  of  Manufacturers'  Insurance  Company  . .  , , 

John  Young  Wallach,  Miles  B.  Carpenter,  Henry  C.  Parker,  and  Christian  Christianson, 

of  San  Francisco,  claim  for  goods  lost  . .  . .  . . 

David  Nichols  Hawley,  Walter   Nichols  Hawley,  and   George   Thomas  Hawley.  of  San 

Francisco,  claim  for  goods  lost 
John  Wesley  Britton,  Alexander  Dunbar,  McDonald  Kimball,  and  C.  Eldridge,  of  San 

Francisco,  claim  for  goods  lost 
The  California  Mutual  Marine  Insurance  Company  of  San  Francisco  claim,  as  insurers  of 

goods  lost,  and  as  assignees  of  Camerons  Whittier  and  Co.  .. 

And  J.  R.  Coghill  and  Co.  . .  . .  . .  . . 

D-  J.  Oliver 

Joseph  Pollock,  of  New  York,  and  Leopold  Pollock,  of  San  Francisco,  claim  for  goods 

destroyed  ..  „. 

Abraham   S.  Rosenbaum,   Joseph   Brandenstein,  of  New  York,  and  Moses  Rosenbaum, 

of  San  Francisco,  claim  for  goods  lost 
H.  Cohen  and  Co.,  of  San  Francisco,  claim  for  merchandise  lost  . . 

John  E.  Louei-,  of  New  York,  claims  for  goods  lost  . «,  .  • 

William  Heller,  of  New  York,  Louis   Sachs  and  Martin  Sachs,  of  San  Francisco,  Cal., 

claim  for  goods  lost    ...  ..  ..  ..  .. 

David  Alexander  Scrmisen,  Robert  Seckin  Scrmisen,  and   Daniel  Bussier  Phillips,  of 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  claim  for  goods  lost  . .  . .  . .  . . 

The  American  schooner  "Aldebaran,"  of  189f }  tons  burthen,  duly  enrolled  at  the 
port  of  Brookhaven,  and  afterwards  registered  at  the  port  of  New  York, — whereof 
Nehemiah  Hand  and  Robert  W.  Hand,  of  Setauket,  New  York,  were  the  sole  owners, 
and  the  said  Robert  W.  Hand,  master, — sailed  from  New  York,  February  27,  1863,  laden 
with  a  general  cargo,  and  bound  for  Maranham,  and  was  captured  March  13,  1863,  about 
latitude  29°  16'  north,  longitude  51°  10'  west,  by  the  "Florida,"  plundered,  and  burned. 
The  cargo  was  certified  to  belong  to  Packenham  and  Beattie,  English  merchants  at 
Maranham,  and  was  insured  in  London. 

Dols.  c. 

The  owners  claim,  for  value  of  the  vessel  . .  . .  . .  . .  20,000  0 

Stores              ..                   ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  500  0 

Sail  and  sailcloth                 ..  ..  ..  ..  .t  ..  1,698  85 

Wages  advanced                . .  . .  . .  . .  , .  . .  1 60  0 

Master's  personal  effects    . .  . ,  . .  . .  . .  . .  738  0 

Expenses  coming  home  from  Scotland  . .  . .  . .  . .  450  0 

Other  expenses                   . .  . .  .  .  . .  . .  . .  70  0 

In  all      . .  .  .  . .  . .  .  .  . .         24,556  85 
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The  ship   "  Southend  Cross,"  of  Boston,  whereof  Benjamin  P.  Howes  was  master, 
sailed  from  Bella  Vista,  Mazatlan,  in  the  Gulf  of  California,  on  the  2nd  March,  1863, 
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laden  with  a  cargo  for  New  York.     On  the  6th  June,   1863,  she  was  plundered  and 
burned  by  the  "  Florida." 

Dols.     c. 
The  New  England  Mutual  Marine  Insurance  Company  claim,  as  insurers  of  Baker  and 

Morrell,  on  ship         . .  .  •  •  •  •  •  •  •  •  •         30,000     0 

The  brig  "  William  C.  Clark,"  of  Boston,  of  328  tons  burthen,  whereof  Benjamin 
R.  Redman  was  master,  sailed  on  June  3,  1864,  from  Machias,  bound,  with  cargo,  for 
Matanzas.  On  the  17th  June,  1864,  in  latitude  30°  5'  north,  longitude  64°  30'  west,  she 
was  captured  by  the  "  Florida." 

Dols.     c. 
The  New  England  Mutual  Insurance  Company  claim  as  insurers,  on  said  brig,  of  Pendleton 

and  Rose  ..  . .    '  ..  ..  ..  ..  5,000     0 

The  schooner  "  Rienzi,"  of  Provincetown,  Mass.,  whereof  Gideon  Bowley  and 
Joshua  E.  Bowley,  of  Provincetown  were  owners,  sailed  from  Provincetown  June  1,  1863, 
on  a  whaling  voyage  in  the  Atlantic,  and  was  captured  by  the  "  Florida,"  on  July  8,  1863, 
about  seventy  miles  south-west  of  Martha's  Vineyard,  and  burned,  with  twenty  barrels  of 
oil  on  board. 

Dols.     c. 
For  which  vessel,  stores,  and  oil  the  owners  claim  damages       . .  . .  . .  8,487     0 

The  barque  "  Lapwing,"  of  New  York,  of  590-g|  tons  burthen,  duly  registered  at  the 
port  of  Boston,  Mass., — whereof  Eben  Bacon  and  William  B.  Bacon,  of  West  Roxbury, 
Mass.,  and  Daniel  G.  Bacon,  of  New  York  city,  were  the  sole  owners,  and  James  Bolger, 
master, — sailed  from  Boston,  March  9,  1863,  laden  with  coal,  provision,  and  other 
merchandise,  for  Batavia  and  Singapore.  On  the  28th  March,  1863,  about  latitude 
31°  31'  north,  longitude  32°  30'  west,  was  captured  by  the  "Florida,"  and  became  a  total 
loss. 

Dols.  c. 

The  Atlantic  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim,  as  insurers  and  assignees 

of  D.  G.  and  W.  B.  Bacon             . .                   . .                     . .                   . .                    . .          30,000  0 

And  on  f^|-f-§-ths  of  certain  merchandise  belonging  to  the  same  parties        .  .                    .  .         25,000  0 

Making  in  all         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..         55,000     0 


"  Georgia." 

The  following  is  an  abstract  of  claims  filed  in  the  Department  of  State  for  the  capture 
and   destruction  of  duly  registered  and  documented  vessels  of  the  United  States,  by  the 
owners,  mariners,  freighters,  and  insurers  of  such  vessels,  and  of  the  cargoes  thereof,  or 
otherwise  interested  in  such  cargoes,  or  in  charter-parties  for  the  service  of  such   ships, 
which   ships  and  cargoes  were  captured  and  appropriated  or  destroyed  by  the  officers  and 
crew  of  the  "Georgia"  formerly  called  the   "  Japan,"   a  British  vessel,  fitted  out  and 
manned  in  British  ports. 

The  "  Constitution,"  of  997§f  tons,  a  ship  registered  in  the  port  of  Philadelphia, — 
whereof  Joseph  Welsford,  of  New  York  city,  was  sole  owner,  and  Joseph  Webster  master, 
— sailed  from  Philadelphia  April  27,  1863,  laden  with  coal  and  bread  for  Shanghae,  China; 
was  captured  June  25,  1863,  near  the  Island  of  Trinidad,  in  latitude  20°  30'  south,  longitude 
29°  16'  west,  plundered  and  kept  by  the  captors. 

Dols.     c. 
The  Mercantile  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York  claim  as  insurers  upon  the  said 

ship  and  upon  freight  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  12,500     0 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  upon  ship  and  freight      . .  10,000     0 

As  insurers  of  Joseph  Webster  on  cargo  . .  . .  . .  . .  3,500     0 

The  ship  "  Bold  Hunter,"  of  797f|-  tons  burthen,  registered  at  the  port  of  Charlestown 
and  Boston, — whereof  Paul  Sears  and  Reuben  Hopkins,  of  Boston ;  Rowland  H.  Crosby,  of 
West  Cambridge ;  James  Smith,  of  Cambridgeport,  Alexander  H.  Childs,  of  Barnstable ; 
Solomon  Taylor,  of  Yarmouth ;  and  William  M.  Batson,  of  New  Orleans,  were  owners ; 
Rowland  H.  Crosby,  master, — sailed  from  Dundee  September  10,  1863,  laden  with  coals, 
and  bound  for  Calcutta ;  was  captured  October  9, 1863,  about  latitude  19°  north,  longitude 
20°  35'  west,  pillaged  and  burned. 

Dols.  c. 

The  owners  of  fifteen-sixteenths  of  the  ship  claim,  for  the  value  of  their  interest              . .         50,625  0 

The  Washington  Insurance  Company  of  Boston,  as  insurers  of  Grace  Batson,  on  ship  . .            3,000  0 

The  Sun  Mutual  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  of  ship  and  freight        . .            7,000  0 

The  Columbian  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  as  insurers  upon  ship     . .                   . .          16,000  0 

The   ship   "Dictator,"   of    1,293  tons  burthen,  registered  at  New  York, — whereof 
Charles  R.  Given  was  sole  owner, — sailed  from  Liverpool  April  6,  1863,  bound  to  Hong 
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Kong,  China;  was  captured  and  burned  April  (25,  1863,  in  latitude  25°  north,  longitude 
21°  50'  west, 

Dols.     c. 
The  owners  claim,  for  value  of  ship  and  outfit        ..  ..  . .  ..         90,390     0 

For  value  of  freight  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  17,180     0 

"  Good  Hope." 

Jasigi  Goddard  and  Co.,  of  Boston,  claim,  for  destruction  of  barque  "  Good  Hope,"  the 

value  of  the  vessel,  outfit  and  cargo,  and  damages  for  breaking  up  of  voyage  , .       1 10,000     0 


No.  2 
Lord  Stanley  to  Sir  F  Bruce. 

Sir,  Foreign  Office.  November  30,  1866. 

I  TRANSMIT  to  you  herewith  copy  of  a  note  which  I  have  received  from  the 
United  States'  Minister  at  this  Court,*  inclosing  copy  of  a  despatch  from  Mr.  Seward,  in 
which  he  again  brings  before  Her  Majesty's  Government  the  claims  of  United  States' 
citizens  against  Great  Britain,  on  account  of  losses  inflicted  on  American  commerce  by 
cruizers  of  the  so-called  Confederate  States  during  the  late  Civil  War. 

In  regard  to  the  date  of  this  note,  it  is  necessary  that  I  should  explain  that,  on  its 
receipt,  I  stated  verbally  to  Mr.  Adams  the  impossibility  of  replying  to  it  without  consulting 
my  colleagues,  and  the  consequent  probability  that  my  answer  must  be  delayed  for  some 
weeks. 

The  claims  in  question  are  now,  for  the  first  time,  brought  under  the  notice  of  Her 
Majesty's  present  Advisers ;  and  the  length  of  time  which  has  elapsed  since  the  termina- 
tion of  the  Civil  War  justifies  the  hope  that  they  may  be  dispassionately  considered  on 
both  sides. 

It  is,  therefore,  with  no  desire  to  revive  a  controversy  which  has  been  carried  on 
at  great  length,  and  in  which  every  argument  bearing  on  the  subject  has  been  advanced 
and  discussed,  but  with  a  view  to  facilitate  the  impartial  examination  of  the  grounds  on 
which  these  claims  are  based,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  feel  bound  to  notice 
expressions  and  statements  in  Mr.  Seward's  despatch  which  they  consider  unsupported  by 
evidence,  and  which,  in  justice  to  their  predecessors  in  power  and  to  the  honour  of  the 
country,  they  cannot  allow  to  pass  unexamined. 

And,  first,  with  regard  to  the  assertion  made  at  the  commencement  of  the  despatch, 
that  "the  c  Sumter,' the 'Alabama,' the  'Florida,' the  '  Shenandoah,' and  other  ships  of 
war  were  built,  manned,  armed,  equipped,  and  fitted  out  in  British  ports,  and  dispatched 
therefrom  by  or  through  the  agency  of  British  subjects,"  and  "were  harboured,  sheltered, 
provided,  and  furnished,  as  occasion  required,  during  their  devastating  career,  in  ports  of 
the  realm,  or  in  ports  of  British  Colonies,  in  nearly  all  parts  of  the  globe." 

It  can  scarcely  be  necessary,  after  the  protracted  controversy  that  has  taken  place  on 
this  subject,  to  enter  minutely  into  the  history  of  the  several  vessels  mentioned.  It  must 
have  escaped  Mr.  Seward's  recollection  that  the  "Sumter"  did  not  proceed  from  a  British 
port,  but  was  an  American  vessel,  and  commenced  her  career  by  escaping  from  the 
Mississippi.  With  regard  to  the  "  Alabama,"  the  "  Florida,"  the  "  Shenandoah,"  and  the 
"  Georgia  "  (the  other  vessels  mentioned  in  the  Schedule  of  Claims),  they  were,  undoubt- 
edly, of  British  origin.  But  the  United  States'  Government  will  hardly  contend  that  the 
mere  fact  of  a  vessel  having  been  built  in  the  port  of  a  foreign  Power,  or  having  been 
originally  dispatched  therefrom,  can  of  itself  render  the  Government  of  that  country 
responsible  for  the  use  which  may  be  made  of  such  vessel  after  it  has  passed  from  their 
control. 

The  "  Alabama"  was,  when  she  escaped  from  England,  wholly  unarmed  and  unequipped 
as  a  vessel  of  war.  She  received  her  armament  and  warlike  equipment,  her  commander 
and  crew,  in  Angra  Bay,  Azores,  a  possession  of  the  Crown  of  Portugal,  where  the  British 
Government  could  not  have  exercised  any  jurisdiction  or  control  over  her  proceedings, 
even  if  they  had  had  the  opportunity  of  so  doing. 

The  "Florida,"  under  her  original  name  of  "  Oreto,"  left  England  unarmed  and 
unequipped ;  but  suspicion  having  attached  to  her,  she  was  seized,  and  proceedings  were 
instituted  against  her  in  the  British  Admiralty  Court  at  Nassau,  which  failed  for  want  of 
proof,  and  she  was  eventually  equipped  as  a  Confederate  cruizer,  in  the  port  of  Mobile,  at 
that  time  in  the  occupation  of  the  Confederates. 

The  "  Shenandoah  "  left  England  unobserved,  and  therefore  unquestioned,  and,  for 
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anything  that  had  transpired,  on  a  legitimate  voyage,  and  was  only  armed,  equipped,  and 
manned  as  a  vessel  of  war  off  Funchal,  a  possession  of  the  Crown  of  Portugal.  The  first 
intimation  which  was  received  of  her  proceedings  was  from  Her  Majesty's  Consul  atTeneriffe 
reporting  the  transfer  of  crew  and  armament  to  her  from  the  "  Laurel "  at  the  Desertas, 
off  Funchal.  Mr.  Adams'  letter  on  the  subject  was  dated  the  18th  of  November,  1864, 
at  which  time  she  had  already  commenced  her  depredations.  This  fact  appears  from  the 
despatch  from  the  United  States'  Consul  at  Rio  de  Janeiro,  of  which  a  copy  was  forwarded 
to  Earl  Russell  by  Mr.  Adams  on  the  7th  of  April,  1865. 

The  "Georgia"  escaped  inquiry  in  a  similar  manner,  and  was  equipped,  manned, 
and  armed  off  the  coast  of  France,  and  presumably  in  French  waters,  but  unquestionably 
not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  British  Crown.  She  sailed  from  the  Clyde  on  the  2nd  of 
April,  1863,  having  cleared  for  Alderney  ;  Mr.  Adams'  letter  stating  that  she  was  intended 
for  a  cruizer  was  not  received  until  the  8th  of  April,  the  very  day  on  which,  as  was 
subsequently  shown,  she  was  receiving  her  armament  off  the  French  coast.  Instructions 
were  sent  to  the  Governor  of  Guernsey,  but  she  proceeded  to  Cherbourg  without  touching 
at  the  Channel  Islands. 

As  regards  the  reception  of  these  vessels  in  British  ports,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  when  they  appeared  in  those  ports  they  did  so  in  the  character  of  properly  commis- 
sioned cruizers  of  the*  Government  of  the  so-styled  Confederate  States,  and  that  they 
received  no  more  shelter,  provision,  or  facilities  than  were  due  to  them  in  that  character. 
For  a  recognized  belligerent  has  a  right  to  expect  in  the  ports  of  a  neutral  Power  the 
same  degree  of  hospitality  as  is  conceded  to  its  antagonist,  subject  to  such  restrictions 
as  may  be  indifferently  imposed  on  both ;  and  it  has  never  been  alleged  that  greater 
freedom  of  intercourse  was  allowed  to,  or  that  less  restrictions  were  imposed  on,  the 
cruizers  of  the  Confederate  than  on  those  of  the  United  States  in  British  ports  in  any 
quarter  of  the  globe.  The  instructions  issued  by  the  British  Government  to  its  civil, 
naval,  and  military  authorities,  with  which  the  Government  of  the  United  States  are  well 
acquainted,  sufficiently  establish  this  fact.  Nor  can  it  be  said  that  those  instructions  were 
drawn  up  in  an  unfavourable  spirit  to  the  United  States.  The  prohibition  to  bring  prizes 
into  British  ports,  and  the  limit  placed  on  the  supply  of  coal,  told  principally  against  the 
Confederate  ships,  and  prevented  them  from  using  British  ports  as  their  basis  of 
operation. 

The  treatment  of  these  vessels  was  therefore  no  more  than  the  legitimate  conse- 
quence of  the  state  of  civil  war  which  existed  in  America,  and  which  was  recognized  by 
Her  Majesty  in  her  Proclamation  of  Neutrality. 

On  the  subject  of  this  Proclamation,  Mr.  Seward  proceeds  to  make  remarks  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot  admit  to  be  justified  by  the  facts.  They  have  never 
as  yet  met  with  any  refutation  of  the  statement  contained  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  and  already  quoted  by  Lord  Russell  in  his  note  to  Mr.  Adams 
of  May  4,  1865,  that  "this  greatest  of  civil  wars  was  not  gradually  developed  by  popular 
commotion,  tumultuous  assemblies,  or  local  unorganized  insurrections.  However  long 
may  have  been  its  previous  conception,  it  nevertheless  sprang  forth  suddenly  from  the 
parent  brain,  a  Minerva  in  the  full  panoply  of  war.  The  President  was  bound  to  meet 
it  in  the  shape  it  presented  itself,  without  waiting  for  Congress  to  baptize  it  with  a 
name,  and  no  name  given  to  it  by  him  or  them  could  change  the  fact."  Her  Majesty's 
Government  cannot  understand  how,  in  the  face  of  such  a  conclusion  declared  by  the 
highest  judicial  authority  of  his  country,  and  in  direct  contradiction  with  the  action  of 
the  Government  of  which  he  is  a  member,  Mr.  Seward  can  characterize  a  contest,  which 
he  has  at  the  commencement  of  his  despatch  termed  "  a  civil  war,"  as  "  a  domestic  disturb- 
ance, which  although  it  had  severe  peculiarities,  yet  was,  in  fact,  only  such  a  seditious 
insurrection  as  is  incidental  to  national  progress  in  every  State." 

Her  Majesty's  Government  find  it  also  laid  down  in  the  Judgment  above  quoted, 
that  "  the  proclamation  of  blockade  is  itself  official  and  conclusive  evidence  to  the  Court 
that  a  state  of  war  existed  which  demanded  and  authorized  a  recourse  to  such  a  measure 
under  the  circumstances  peculiar  to  the  case."  Again,  in  the  Judgment  of  the  District 
Court  of  Columbia  on  the  "Tropic  Wind,"  given  June  17,  1861,  it  was  ruled  that  the 
facts  of  the  secession  of  the  Southern  States,  "  as  set  forth  by  the  President,  with  the 
assertion  of  the  right  of  blockade,  amount  to  a  declaration  that  civil  war  exists;  that 
blockade  itself  is  a  belligerent  right,  and  can  only  legally  have  place  in  a  state  of  war." 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  therefore  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  the  term  "interven- 
tion "  can  be  applied  to  a  Proclamation  which  did  no  more  than  acknowledge  a  state  of 
war  first  recognized  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  himself,  and  which  was  issued 
with  the  express  purpose  of  warning  Her  Majesty's  subjects  from  any  participation  in  the 
conflict. 
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Mr.  Seward's  argument  that  the  declaration  of  British  neutrality  tended  to  encourage 
and  create  a  civil  war  which  would  not  otherwise  have  extended  beyond  the  character  of 
a  local  insurrection  can  scarcely  be  better  met  than  by  a  reference  to  the  legal  decisions 
above  mentioned.  In  opposition  to  the  opinion  he  expresses  that  the  Proclamation  was 
unnecessary  and  premature,  it  may  be  justly  urged  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
to  provide  at  a  distance  for  the  lives  and  interests  of  British  subjects  on  or  near -the  seat 
of  war  ;  that  they  had  to  consider  the  rapidity  with  which  events  were  succeeding  one 
another  on  the  American  continent,  the  delay  which  must  elapse  before  intelligence 
of  those  events  could  reach  them,  and  the  pressing  necessity  for  definite  instructions  to 
the  authorities  in  their  Colonies  and  on  their  naval  stations  near  the  scene  of  the  conflict. 
They  had,  as  Lord  Russell  has  stated,  but  two  courses  open  to  them  on  receiving  intelli- 
gence of  the  proclamation  of  blockade :  namely,  either  that  of  acknowledging  the  blockade 
and  proclaiming  the  neutrality  of  Her  Majesty  ;  or  that  of  refusing  to  acknowledge  the 
blockade,  and  insisting  upon  the  right  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  to  trade  with  the  ports  of 
the  South,  where  the  Government  of  the  United  States  could  exercise  no  fiscal  control  at 
that  time. 

Of  these  alternatives  it  is  hardly  open  to  question  that  that  which  they  pursued  was 
at  once  the  most  just  and  the  most  friendly  to  the  United  States. 

It  is  only  necessary  to  add,  that  before  the  Proclamation  was  issued  seven  of  the 
States  of  the  Union  had  declared  their  secession,  and  that  they  possessed  a  formally 
constituted  Government  which  carried  on  the  administration  in  a  regular  manner,  which 
had  possessed  itself,  in  some  cases  by  force,  of  the  fortified  posts  within  its  territories, 
and  which  had  proclaimed  its  intention  of  issuing  letters  of  marque. 

Before  the  intelligence  of  the  course  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
reach  America,  the  Legislatures  of  three  more  States  had  provisionally  declared  their 
adhesion  to  the  Confederation  thus  established  ;  upwards  of  100,000  Militia  and  Volunteers 
had  been  called  out  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  active  measures  had  to  be 
taken  for  the  defence  of  the  capital,  military  and  naval  preparations  were  hurrying  on,  a 
repetition  on  a  much  larger  scale  of  the  collisions  which  had  already  taken  place  between 
the  opposing  forces  was  imminent,  the  blockade  of  the  Southern  ports  had  actually 
commenced,  and  the  right  of  search  and  capture  had  already  been  exercised  over  British 
vessels. 

Taking  these  circumstances  into  consideration,  it  cannot  be  admitted  that  the  recog- 
nition of  the  insurgent  States  as  belligerents  was  premature,  or  that  their  insurrection 
was  thereby  encouraged ;  nor  can  it  be  supposed  that  the  British  Government  could  refuse 
to  the  Confederate  States  that  belligerent  character  which  the  United  States  themselves 
implicitly  granted  and  subsequently  allowed  to  them. 

But  if  Mr.  Seward  means  to  base  the  present  claims  on  the  ground  that  the  British 
Government  should,  while  acknowledging  the  blockade,  have  awaited  the  arrival  of  a 
Confederate  ship  of  war  in  British  ports  before  admitting  the  possession  by  the  Confederate 
States  of  a  ship  of  war,  and  therefore  their  right  to  be  treated  on  the  high  seas  as  a 
belligerent  Power,  a  reference  to  dates  will  show  that  the  question  would  have  been  raised, 
on  the  arrival  of  the  "  Sumter"  at  Trinidad,  and  of  the  u  Nashville"  at  Southampton, 
some  months  before  Mr.  Adams  laid  his  first  complaint  against  the  vessels  mentioned  in 
the  Summary  of  Claims.  It  is  difficult  to  see  what  injury  the  United  States'  Government 
can  allege,  or  what  redress  they  can  claim,  on  this  score. 

Still  more  difficult  is  it  to  understand  the  process  of  reasoning  by  which  the  acts  of 
British  subjects  in  furnishing  assistance  and  supplies  to  the  Southern  States  can  be 
traced  to  the  issue  of  the  Proclamation.  Undertakings  of  this  nature  in  favour  of  either 
of  the  belligerents  were  equally  in  contravention  of  its  terms,  and  those  who  engaged  in 
such  enterprises  did  so  at  their  own  risk.  The  United  States,  whose  communication  with 
Great  Britain  was  uninterrupted,  received  assistance  of  this  illicit  nature  to  a  very  much 
larger  extent  than  their  antagonists. 

Mr.  Seward  goes  on  to  say  that,  "  when  the  municipal  laws  of  Great  Britain  proved, 
in  practical  application,  to  be  inadequate  to  the  emergency,  the  British  nation  omitted, 
for  various  reasons,  which  seemed  to  the  United  States  insufficient,  to  revise  those 
laws." 

To  this  statement  a  simple  answer  may  be  given.  That  the  Foreign  Enlistment 
Act,  like  every  other  enactment,  is  liable  to  evasion,  and  that  it  was,  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  successfully  evaded,  no  one  has  ever  attempted  to  deny.  But,  looking  at  the 
nature  of  the  evasions  which  actually  occurred,  it  must  be  asked  whether  these  could  have 
been  prevented  by  any  practicable  amendment  of  the  law  ?  It  was  not  from  want  of 
legal  power  in  the  authorities,  nor  from  disinclination  to  use  that  power,  but  solely  from 
the  deficiency  of  evidence,  that  the  "Florida"  was  not  detained  in  England,  and  that, 
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when  subsequently  seized  at  Nassau,  she  was  released  by  the  authorities  there.  In  the  ease 
of  the  "  Shenandoah  "  and  "Georgia"  no  steps  could  be  taken,  because  no  information 
was  given  of  their  designs  until  they  had  escaped  from  British  jurisdiction.  As  regards  the 
"  Alabama,"  the  case,  viewed  in  this  respect,  appears  still  stronger.  The  law  would,  in  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  have  justified  her  detention ;  that  detention  was 
actually  decided  upon ;  and  it  was  only  in  consequence  of  an  unexpected  stratagem  that 
she  succeeded  in  escaping  before  orders  for  that  purpose  arrived.  To  whatever  cause 
her  escape  may  be  attributable,  it  did  not  take  place  in  consequence  of  any  want  of  stringency 
in  the  Act. 

Nor  after  that  unfortunate  occurrence  were  the  British  Government  unwilling  to 
respond  to  Mr.  Adams'  appeal  for  more  effective  measures  to  prevent  such  proceedings. 
They  answered  it  by  a  proposal  for  a  simultaneous  revision  of  the  law  of  both  countries. 
As  the  opinion  of  the  United  States'  Government,  expressed  in  reply,  was  to  the  effect 
that  their  own  law  was  not  in  need  of  amendment,  it  is  to  be  presumed  that  a  complete 
assimilation  of  the  British  Act  to  that  law  was  all  that  they  expected  or  desired.  Yet 
the  British  law  is  substantially  identical  with  that  of  the  United  States,  with  the  exception 
of  two  provisions,  the  insertion  of  which,  whatever  may  be  their  value  in  other  respects, 
would  have  been  wholly  ineffective  to  prevent  the  particular  infractions  of  neutrality 
complained  of.  The  first  of  these  provisions  requires  that  the  owners  or  consignees  of 
armed  vessels  sailing  out  of  the  ports  of  the  United  States,  and  belonging  in  whole  or  in 
part  to  citizens  thereof,  shall  give  security  to  double  the  value  of  the  vessel  and  cargo 
that  such  vessel  shall  not  be  employed  by  them  to  cruize  or  commit  hostilities  against  any 
Power  with  which  the  United  States  are  at  peace.  The  second  empowers  the  Collectors  of 
Customs  to  detain  any  vessel  manifestly  built  for  warlike  purposes,  and  about  to  depart 
the  United  States,  of  which  the  cargo  shall  principally  consist  of  arms  and  munitions  of  war, 
when  there  is  just  ground  for  suspecting  that  she  will  be  employed  against  a  friendly 
Power,  until  a  definitive  decision  can  be  come  to  on  the  case,  or  security  given  as  above. 
It  is  sufficiently  evident  that  these  two  articles  would,  at  the  utmost,  only  have  served  to 
enhance  the  price  of  any  vessel  against  which  they  might  have  been  enforced.  But, 
in  addition  to  this,  it  may  be  observed  that  the  terms  in  which  they  are  framed  would 
have  rendered  them  inapplicable  to  the  vessels  whose  depredations  are  now  complained 
of,  none  of  which  sailed  out  of  British  ports  as  armed  vessels,  or  had  on  board  cargoes 
principally  consisting  of  arms  or  munitions  of  war.  They  would  have  been  equally 
ineffective  as  against  the  ships  which  furnished  the  armament,  equipment,  and  crews  to 
those  vessels,  but  which  were  not  armed  nor  employed  in  hostilities  against  the  United 
States.  Supposing,  even,  that  the  scope  of  these  provisions  had  been  so  enlarged  as  to 
include  the  cases  in  question,  it  would  still  have  been  impossible  to  demand  security 
for,  or  to  order  ;he  detention  of,  vessels  to  which  no  suspicion  had  attached,  such  as  the 
"  Shenandoah  "  and  "  Georgia  ;"  or  to  take  retrospective  action  as  regards  the  "  Florida" 
and  "Alabama,"  which  had  already  escaped  before  Mr.  Adams'  appeal  and  the  subse- 
quent negotiation  took  place.  It  is  fruitless  to  argue  whether  a  nugatory  and  fictitious 
amendment  of  our  law  would  have  been  accepted  by  the  United  States  as  a  satisfactory 
proof  of  the  willingness  of  Great  Britain  to  meet  their  wishes.  In  all  respects  which 
concern  the  present  controversy,  the  law  of  the  two  countries  is  identical ;  and  as  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  declare  their  own  law  sufficient  to  meet  the  obligations 
imposed  upon  them  by  international  duty,  it  is  not  easy  to  understand  why  they  should 
consider  that  of  England  inadequate  for  the  same  purpose.  It  is  sufficient  to  say,  that  the 
actual  circumstances  do  not  warrant  Mr.  Seward  in  founding  the  claims  now  brought 
forward  on  any  defect  of  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act. 

There  is  another  statement  made  by  Mr.  Seward  which  cannot  be  here  passed  over. 
He  draws  a  contrast  between  the  conduct  of  the  British  Government  during  the  recent 
American  civil  war  and  that  of  the  United  States'  Government  in  dealing  with  the  Fenian 
projects  of  aggression  against  Canada.  It  cannot  be  admitted  that  this  contrast  is 
justified  by  the  facts  of  either  case.  The  British  Government  were  ready,  anxious,  and 
determined,  throughout  the  whole  course  of  the  civil  war,  to  exert  all  the  power  conferred 
upon  the  Queen  by  the  law  of  the  land  to  prevent  British  subjects  from  taking  part  in 
that  contest.  But  the  law  could  not  be  put  in  force  against  offenders  unless  on  the 
production  of  evidence,  first,  that  the  law  was  violated,  and,  secondly,  that  its  violation 
was  the  act  of  the  persons  charged  with  that  offence.  The  secresy  observed  by  these 
persons  in  their  unlawful  proceedings  baffled  all  the  efforts  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
no  less  than  those  of  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Agents  of  the  United  States  in  this 
country,  to  detect  them. 

The  action  of  the  Fenians,  on  the  contrary,  was  open  and  avowed.  It  showed  itself 
in  public  meetings  and  in  the  public  press,  in  the  enrolment  of  troops,  the  collection  of 
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arms,  the  solicitation  of  money,  and,  finally,  in  the  establishment  in  the  territory  of  the 
United  States  of  a  so-called  Provisional  Government,  with  its  Legislative  Assembly  and 
administrative  officers.  Throughout  these  transactions  there  has  been  no  attempt  at 
disguise,  but  rather  an  arrogant  display  of  publicity.  The  Government  of  the  United  States 
needed  therefore  no  research  on  the  part  of  its  own  officials,  nor  even  a  denunciation 
by  British  authorities,  to  establish  against  these  Fenian  agitators  a  palpable  case  of 
infringement  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  coupled  with  a  deliberate  design  to  under- 
take from  the  territory  of  the  United  States,  whose  Government  were  in  amity  with  that 
of  Her  Majesty,  a  military  operation  directed  against  either  Canada  or  Ireland.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  far  from  desiring  in  any  way  to  depreciate  the  friendliness  of 
the  course  which  the  United  States'  Government  adopted  when  the  proceedings  of  the 
Fenians  assumed  the  shape  of  actual  aggression  on  British  territory ;  they  readily  admit 
that  "  the  unlawful  attempts  against  Great  Britain  were  disallowed"  by  that  Government, 
whose  direct  and  unprompted  action  greatly  contributed  to  the  defeat  of  the  enterprise. 
But  they  utterly  deny  the  alleged  similarity  of  the  two  cases.  They  cannot  admit  that 
because  four  vessels  escaped  the  action  of  British  law,  two  of  them  unperceived,  one  by 
an  accident,  and  one  for  want  of  evidence,  Mr.  Seward  is  justified  in  stating  that  "ruinous 
British  warlike  expeditions  against  the  United  States  were  practically  allowed  and  tolerated 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  notwithstanding  remonstrance ;"  and  looking  to  the  fact 
that  at  least  an  equal  number  of  vessels  were  arrested  before  commencing  their  career,  and 
that  on  all  occasions  when  the  law  could  be  enforced,  legal  proceedings  were  taken  against 
the  offenders,  they  consider  that  they  have  a  right  to  assert  that,  under  circumstances 
similar  to  those  in  which  the  United  States'  Government  has  been  lately  placed,  they 
would  not  have  pursued  a  less  fair  or  friendly  course. 

It  is  not  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  pursue  this  discussion 
further ;  yet  I  must  observe  that,  were  it  their  wish  to  apply  to  the  conduct  of  the 
United  States  the  same  kind  of  criticism  in  which  Mr.  Seward  has  indulged  with  regard 
to  them,  they  might  fairly  be  entitled  to  ask,  whether  the  restoration,  by  order  of  the 
President,  of  arms  captured  from  Fenian  insurgents,  without  any  appearance  of  an  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  those  insurgents  to  abandon  their  culpable  projects,  and  the  discon- 
tinuance of  Government  prosecutions  instituted  against  their  leaders,  without  any  proof 
that  the  evidence  against  those  leaders  was  inadequate  for  their  conviction,  are  not  circum- 
stances quite  as  open  to  an  unfavourable  construction  as  any  of  those  on  which  Mr.  Seward 
has  laid  so  much  stress  as  against  the  conduct  of  this  Government.  But  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  made  no  complaint  of  those  proceedings,  nor  do  they  intend  to  make 
any.  They  think  it  fairer  and  more  reasonable,  when  judging  of  the  policy  of  other 
States,  to  deal  with  that  policy  as  a  whole,  and  not  to  magnify  into  undue  importance 
isolated  acts  which  may  appear  contrary  to  its  general  tendency.  This  rule  they  will 
always  be  ready  to  apply  to  others,  and  they  claim  its  application  to  themselves. 

Having  dealt  so  far  with  Mr.  Seward's  argument,  and  pointed  out  the  wide  discre- 
pancies that  exist  between  his  views  of  the  question  and  those  entertained  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  I  now  proceed  to  consider  the  practical  proposition  with  which  he  concludes. 

It  is  impossible  for  Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers  to  abandon  the  ground  which  has 
been  taken  by  former  Governments,  so  far  as  to  admit  the  liability  of  this  country  for  the 
claims  then  and  now  put  forward.  They  do  not  think  that  such  liability  has  been 
established  according  to  international  law  or  usage ;  and  though  sincerely  and  earnestly 
desiring  a  good  understanding  with  the  United  States,  they  cannot  consent  to  purchase 
even  the  advantage  of  that  good  understanding  by  concessions  which  would  at  once 
involve  a  censure  on  their  predecessors  in  power,  and  be  an  acknowledgment,  in  their  view 
uncalled  for  and  unfounded,  of  wrong- doing  on  the  part  of  the  British  executive  and 
legislature.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  they  are  fully  alive  to  the  inconvenience  which  arises 
from  the  existence  of  unsettled  claims  of  this  character  between  two  powerful  and  friendly 
Governments.  They  would  be  glad  to  settle  this  question,  if  they  can  do  so  consistently 
with  justice  and  national  self-respect ;  and  with  this  view  they  will  not  be  disinclined 
to  adopt  the  principle  of  arbitration,  provided  that  a  fitting'  arbitrator  can  be  found,  and 
that  an  agreement  can  be  come  to  as  to  the  points  to  which  arbitration  shall  apply. 

Of  these  two  conditions,  the  former  need  not  be  at  present  discussed :  the  latter  is 
at  once  the  more  important  and  the  more  pressing. 

With  regard  to  the  ground  of  complaint  on  which  most  stress  is  laid  in  Mr.  Seward's 
despatch,  viz.,  the  alleged  premature  recognition  of  the  Confederate  States  as  a  belligerent 
Power,  it  is  clear  that  no  reference  to  arbitration  is  possible.  The  act  complained  of, 
while  it  bears  very  remotely  on  the  claims  now  in  question,  is  one  as  to  which  every  State 
must  be  held  to  be  the  sole  judge  of  its  duty ;  and  there  is,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  no 
precedent  for  any  Government  consenting  to  submit  to  the  judgment  of  a  foreign  Power, 
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or  of  an    international  Commission,  the  question  whether  its  policy  has  or  has  not  been 
suitable  to  the  circumstances  in  which  it  was  placed. 

The  same  objection,  however,  does  not  necessarily  apply  to  other  questions  which 
may  be  at  issue  between  the  two  Governments  in  reference  to  the  late  war ;  and  with 
regard  to  these,  subject  to  such  reservations  as  it  may  hereafter  be  found  necessary  to 
make,  I  have  to  instruct  you  to  ascertain  from  Mr.  Seward  whether  the  United  States' 
Government  will  be  prepared  to  accept  the  principle  of  arbitration,  as  proposed  above. 
Should  this  offer  be  agreed  to,  it  will  be  for  Mr.  Seward  to  state  what  are  the  precise 
points  which,  in  his  opinion,  may  be,  and  ought  to  be,  so  dealt  with.  Any  such  proposal 
must  necessarily  be  the  subject  of  deliberate  consideration  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  but  they  will  be  prepared  to  entertain  it  in  a  friendly  spirit,  and  with  the 
sincere  desire  that  its  adoption  may  lead  to  a  renewal  of  the  good  understanding  formerly 
existing,  and,  as  they  hope,  hereafter  to  exist,  between  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States. 

I  am,  &c. 
(Signed)  STANLEY. 

No.  3. 
Lord  Stanley  to  Sir  F.  Bruce. 

Sir,  Foreign  Office,  November  30,  1866. 

IN  my  despatch  of  this  date  I  have  confined  myself  exclusively  to  the  consideration 
of  the  American  claims  put  forward  in  Mr.  Seward's  despatch  to  Mr.  Adams  of  the  27th 
of  August,  and  arising  out  of  the  depredations  committed  on  American  commerce  by 
certain  cruizers  of  the  Confederate  States. 

But  independently  of  these  claims  there  may,  for  aught  Her  Majesty's  Government 
know,  be  other  claims  on  the  part  of  American  citizens  originating  in  the  events  of  the  late 
civil  war ;  while  there  certainly  are  very  numerous  British  claims,  arising  out  of  those 
events,  which  it  is  very  desirable  should  be  inquired  into  and  adjusted  between  the  two 
countries. 

The  two  Governments  were  in  communication  with  each  other  on  this  subject  in  the 
latter  part  of  the  year  1862,  and  the  draft  of  a  Convention  for  the  settlement  of  such 
claims  was  actually  under  their  consideration.  Circumstances,  however,  prevented  the 
matter  being  proceeded  with  at  that  time,  and,  indeed,  it  was  premature  to  enter  into 
such  a  Convention  while  the  civil  war  was  still  raging,  and  new  claims  were  continually 
starting  up. 

The  time  seems  now  favourable  for  reviving  the  subject. 

The  Government  of  the  United  States  have  brought  before  that  of  Her  Majesty  one 
class  of  claims  of  a  peculiar  character  put  forward  by  American  citizens,  in  regard  to  which 
you  are  authorized  by  my  other  despatch  of  this  date  to  make  a  proposal  to  Mr.  Seward ; 
but  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no  corresponding  class  of  claims  to  urge  upon  the 
attention  of  the  American  Government. 

Her  Majesty's  Government  think,  however,  that  they  may  fairly  invite  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  to  undertake  that  in  the  event  of  an  understanding  being  come 
to  between  the  two  Governments  with  reference  to  the  manner  in  which  the  special 
American  claims,  to  which  my  other  despatch  alludes,  shall  be  dealt  with,  they  will  agree 
that,  under  a  Convention  to  be  separately  but  simultaneously  concluded,  the  general  claims 
of  the  subjects  and  citizens  of  the  two  countries,  arising  out  of  the  events  of  the  late  war, 
shall  be  submitted  to  a  Mixed  Commission,  as  in  a  former  instance,  for  examination,  with 
a  view  to  their  eventual  payment  by  the  Government  adjudged  to  be  responsible. 

You  will  make  a  communication  to  Mr.  Seward  to  the  effect  of  this  despatch. 

I  am,  &c. 
(Signed)  STANLEY. 

No.  4. 
Sir  F.  Bruce  to  Lord  Stanley. — (Received  January  23.) 

(Extract.)  Washington,  January  7,  1867. 

I  HAVE  the  honour  to  inclose  copy  of  the  note  I  have  addressed  to  Mr.  Seward  on 
the  proposals  for  a  settlement  of  claims  contained  in  your  Lordship's  despatches  of  the 
30th  of  IN  ovember  last. 

Though  not  instructed  to  do  so,  it  appeared  to  me  desirable  to  pursue  the  same  course 
as  was  adopted  by  Mr,  Adams  in  dealing  with  the  despatch  of  Mr.  Seward,  to  which  it  is 

[114]  F 


32 

a  reply.  I  have  therefore  confined  myself  to  inclosing  a  copy  of  it,  with  a  request  that 
I  may  be  informed  if  the  proposal  is  accepted. 

I  have  embodied  in  the  same  note  the  substance  of  your  Lordship's  despatch  on  the 
subject  of  a  Mixed  Commission,  in  order  that  it  may  be  taken  into  consideration  at  the 
same  time  with  the  proposal  for  arbitration  of  the  cruizer  claims. 

I  am  in  hopes  that  these  proposals  will  be  met  in  a  conciliatory  spirit,  and  at  all 
events  I  feel  convinced  that  no  better  opportunity  than  the  present  is  likely  to  arise  for 
arriving  at  a  solution  of  these  important  questions. 

Inclosure  in  No.  4. 
Sir  F.  Bruce  to  Mr.  Seivard. 

Sir,  Washington,  January  7,  1867. 

HER  Majesty's  Government  having  had  under  their  consideration  your  despatch  to 
Mr.  Adams,  dated  the  27th  of  August,  1866,  on  the  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States 
against  Great  Britain,  on  account  of  the  losses  inflicted  on  American  commerce  by  cruizers 
of  the  so-called  Confederate  States  during  the  civil  war,  have  addressed  to  me  a  despatch 
setting  forth  their  views  on  the- various  subjects  to  which  it  alludes,  and  containing  certain 
proposals  on  their  part  by  which  they  consider  that  a  settlement  of  these  claims  may  be 
effected. 

In  bringing  this  proposal  under  your  notice,  I  cannot  do  better  than  follow  the  method 
adopted  by  Mr.  Adams,  and  I  have  therefore  the  honour  to  inclose  copy  of  the  despatch, 
with  a  request  that  you  will  inform  me  at  your  convenience  whether  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  are  prepared  to  accept  the  principle  of  arbitration,  as  contained  in  that 
despatch. 

I  am  instructed  at  the  same  time  to  state  that  independently  of  these  claims,  there 
may  be  other  demands  on  the  part  of  American  citizens  arising  out  of  events  of  the  late 
civil  war,  while  there  are  certainly  numerous  British  claims  arising  out  of  those  events, 
which  it  is  very  desirable  should  be  inquired  into  and  adjusted. 

The  two  Governments  were  in  communication  with  each  other  on  this  subject  in  the 
latter  part  of  the  year  1862,  and  the  draft  of  a  Convention  for  a  settlement  of  these  claims 
was  actually  under  consideration.  Circumstances,  however,  prevented  the  matter  being 
proceeded  with  at  that  time,  and  indeed  it  was  premature  to  enter  upon  it  while  fresh 
claims  were  liable  to  start  up. 

The  time  seems  now  favourable  for  reviving  the  subject,  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment think  that  they  may  fairly  invite  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  undertake, 
in  the  event  of  an  understanding  being  come  to  between  the  two  Governments  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  special  American  claims  alluded  to  in  the  inclosed  despatch  shall  be 
dealt  with,  that,  under  a  Convention  to  be  separately  but  simultaneously  concluded,  the 
general  claims  of  the  subjects  and  citizens  of  the  two  countries  arising  out  of  the  events  of 
the  late  war  may  be  submitted  to  a  Mixed  Commission,  as  in  a  former  instance  j  the 
Commission  to  be  charged  with  the  examination  of  such  claims,  with  a  view  to  the 
eventual  payment  by  the  Government  adjudged  to  be  responsible. 

I  have,  &c. 
(Signed)  FREDERICK  W.  A.  BRUCE. 


No.  5. 

Lord  Stanley  to  Sir  F.  Bruce. 

Sir,  Foreign  Office,  January  24,  1867. 

HER  Majesty's  Government  approve  the  note  which  you  have  addressed  to 
Mr.  Seward,  communicating  the  proposals  which  you  were  instructed  to  make  to  the 
United  States'  Government,  with  a  view  to  the  settlement  of  the  "Alabama"  and  other 
claims,  of  which  a  copy  was  inclosed  in  your  despatch  of  the  7th  instant. 

I  am,  &c. 
(Signed)  STANLEY. 

No.  6. 

Sir  F.  Bruce  to  Lord  Stanley. — (Received  January  28.) 

My  Lord,  Washington,  January  14,  1867. 

I  HAVE  the  honour  to  inclose  a  copy  just  received  of  a  note  from  Mr.  Seward,  in 
reply  to  that  which  I  addressed  to  him  on  the  7th  instant,  forwarding  copy  of  your  Lord- 


33 

ship's  despatch  in  reply  to  Mr.  Adams'  proposal  with  reference  to  the  settlement  of  claims 
arising  out  of  the  civil  war. 

I  have,  &c. 
(Signed)  FREDERICK  W.  A.  BRUCE. 


Inclosure  in  No.  6. 
Mr.  Seward  to  Sir  F.  Bruce. 


Sir,  Department  of  State,  Washington,  January  12,  1867. 

I  HAVE  the  honour  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  communication  of  the  7th 
instant,  which  is  accompanied  by  a  copy  of  a  despatch  which  was  addressed  to  you  by 
Lord  Stanley  on  the  30th  of  November.  In  that  communication  Lord  Stanley  sets  forth 
the  views  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  of  the  so-called  " Alabama"  claims 
presented  in  my  despatch  to  Mr.  Adams,  and  concludes  with  proposing  the  principle  of 
arbitration,  attended  with  some  modification  in  regard  to  those  claims.  You  inquire 
whether  the  Government  of  the  United  States  is  prepared  to  accept  that  principle  as 
contained  in  that  despatch. 

I  have  the  honour  to  say  in  reply  that,,  following  the  course  of  proceeding  which  has 
hitherto  prevailed,  I  have  to-day  communicated  in  a  despatch  to  Mr.  Adams  the  views  of  this 
Government  concerning  the  question  which  you  propound,  and  have  instructed  him  to 
submit  a  copy  of  the  same  to  Lord  Stanley.  I  cheerfully  give  you,  however,  a  copy  of 
that  paper  for  your  information.  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  learn  from  it  that  this 
Government  will  expect  a  farther  communication  from  them  before  deciding  the  question 
of  accepting  the  principle  of  arbitration. 

You  also  inquire  whether,  in  the  event  of  an  understanding  being  come  to  between 
the  two  Governments  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  special  American  claims  alluded  to 
in  my  despatch,  and  in  Lord  Stanley's  answer  thereto,  this  Government  would  be  willing 
to  enter  into  a  Convention  for  a  Mixed  Commission  upon  the  general  claims  of  the 
subjects  and  citizens  of  the  two  countries  not  involved  in  that  correspondence,  such 
Convention  to  be  independent  and  separate  from,  but  simultaneous  with,  the  completion  of 
an  understanding  in  regard  to  the  disposition  of  the  special  claims.  On  this  point  I  have 
the  honour  to  reply  that,  although  this  latter  question  must,  under  present  circumstances, 
be  held  in  reserve,  yet  it  will  be  cheerfully  taken  into  consideration  when  we  shall  have 
been  favoured  with  the  further  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  upon  the  special 
matters  under  discussion,  and  shall  thus  be  enabled  to  determine  the  probabilities  of 
effecting  a  final  arrangement  for  a  settlement  of  those  special  claims. 

I  have,  &c. 
.  (Signed)  WILLIAM  H.  SEWARD. 


No.  7. 

Mr.  Adams  to  Lord  Stanley. -"—(Received  January  28.) 

My  Lord,  Legation  of  the  United  States,  London,  January  28,  1< 

I  HAVE  the  honour  to  transmit  herewith  a  copy  of  a  despatch  just  received  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  dated  the  12th  instant,  with  instructions  to  lay  it 
before  you,  for  the  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

I  pray,  &c. 
(Signed)  CHARLES  FRANCIS  ADAMS. 

Inclosure  in  No  7. 
Mr.  Seward  to  Mr.  Adams. 

Sir,  Department  of  State,  Washington,  January  12,  1867. 

A  CO  PY  of  a  despatch  written  by  Lord  Stanley  on  the  30th  November  last  has  been 
submitted  to  me  by  Her  Majesty's  Minister  Plenipotentiary  here,  Sir  Frederick  W.  A. 
Bruce.     It  contains  a  review   of  my  despatch,  concerning  so-called  "  Alabama  "  claims. 

You  will  please  lay  before  Lord  Stanley  this  reply. 

The  President  appreciates  the  consideration  and  courtesy  manifested  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  shall  be  content,  on  this  occasion,  with  defending  such  of  my  former 
statements  as  Lord  Stanley  has  disallowed.  I  think  it  unnecessary  to  disclaim  a  purpose 
of  impugning  the  motives  of  the  late,  or  of  the  present  Ministry.  Governments,  like 
individuals,  necessarily  take   their  measures  with  reference  to   facts   and  circumstances- 
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as  they,  at  the  time,  appear.  The  aspect  often  changes  with  further  development  of 
events.  It  is  with  ascertained  facts,  and  not  with  intentions,  that  we  are  concerned ; 
and  it  is  of  Great  Britain  as  a  State,  and  not  of  any  Minister  or  Ministry,  that  we 
complain. 

Lord  Stanley  justly  reminds  me  that  the  "  Sumter ''  was  of  American,  not  of  British 
origin,  and  that  she  began  her  career  by  escaping  from  New  Orleans,  and  not  from  a 
British  port.  I  think,  however,  that  the  correction  does  not  substantially  affect  the  case. 
The  "  Sumter,"  belonging  to  loyal  owners,  was  employed  in  trade  between  New  York  and 
New  Orleans.  Insurgents  seized  and  armed  her  there,  and  sent  her  out  through  the 
blockade.  She  captured  several  United  States'  merchant-vessels,  and  sent  them  into 
Cienfuegos.  On  the  30th  of  July  1861,  she  entered  the  British  port  at  Trinidad,  in  the 
West  Indies,  ostentatiously  displaying  an  insurgent  flag,  which  had  not  then,  nor  has  it 
ever  since,  been  recognized  as  a  national  ensign,  either  by  the  United  States  or  by  Great 
Britain,  or  by  any  other  State.  Being  challenged,  she  presented  a  pretended  commission, 
signed,  not  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  but  by  Jefferson  Davis,  an  insurgent 
chief.  The  Governor  of  Trinidad  exhibited  the  British  standard  as  a  compliment  to  the 
insurgent  visitor.  The  "  Sumter  "  was  entertained  there  six  days,  and  supplied  with  coal.* 
After  renewed  depredations,  she  took  shelter,  on  the  19th  of  January,  1862,  in  the  British 
port  of  Gibraltar,  in  Continental  Europe.  Being  effectually  locked  in  there  for  months  by 
United  States  cruisers,  she  was,  against  the  protest  of  this  Government,  allowed  to  be  sold 
to  British  buyers  for  the  account  and  benefit  of  the  insurgents.  She  then  hoisted  the 
British  flag,  and  under  it  was  received  at  Liverpool,  within  the  British  realm. 

It  is,  indeed,  true,  as  Lord  Stanley  has  observed,  that  the  "  Alabama,"  when  she  left 
England,  was  wholly  unarmed  and  not  fully  equipped  as  a  war  vessel.  It  is  also  true  that 
she  received  an  armament,  a  further  equipment,  a  commander,  and  a  crew  in  Angra  Bay, 
Azores — a  possession  of  the  Crown  of  Portugal — where  the  Baitish  Government  had  no 
jurisdiction,  and  could  exercise  no  lawful  control,  even  if  they  had  an  opportunity. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  to  be  remembered  that,  not  only  was  the  vessel  built  at  Liver- 
pool, but  the  armament  and  the  supplemental  equipment  were  built  and  provided  there  also, 
simultaneously  and  by  the  same  British  hands,  and  also  that  the  commander  and  crew  were 
gathered  and  organized  at  the  same  time  and  the  same  place ;  the  whole  vessel,  armament, 
equipment,  commander,  and  crew  were  adapted,  each  part  to  the  other  ;  and  all  were  prepared 
for  one  complete  expedition.  The  parts  were  fraudulently  separated  in  Liverpool,  to  be  put 
together  elsewhere,  and  they  were  fraudulently  conveyed  thence  to  Angra  Bay  and  there  put 
fraudulently  together  by  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  not  less  in  violation  of  British  than  of  Portu- 
guese obligations  to  the  United  States.  The  offenders  were  never  brought  to  justice  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  nor  complained  of  by  that  Government  to  the  Queen  of  Portugal. 
The  et  Alabama,"  from  the  laying  of  her  timbers  in  Liverpool  until  her  destruction  by  the 
"  Kearsarge,"  off  Cherbourg,  never  once  entered  any  port  or  waters  of  the  United  States. 
Whatever  pretended  commission  she  ever  had  as  a  ship  of  war  must  have  been  acquired 
either  in  Great  Britain  or  some  other  foreign  country  at  peace  with  tbe  United  States,  or  on 
the  high  seas.  Nevertheless,  the  "  Alabama  "  was  received,  protected,  entertained,  and  sup- 
plied in  her  devastating  career  in  the  British  ports  of  Capetown  and  Singapore  in  the  East, 
and  when  she  was  finally  sunk  in  the  British  channel,  her  commander  and  crew  were,  with 
fraudulent  connivance,  rescued  by  British  subjects  and  ostentatiously  entertained  and 
caressed  as  meritorious  but  unfortunate  heroes  at  Southampton.  With  these  explanations, 
I  leave  the  affair  of  the  "  Alabama  "  where  it  was  placed  in  the  representation  of  Mr.  Adams. 

Lord  Stanley  says  that  the  "  Florida,"  under  the  original  name  of  "  Oreto,"  left  England 
unarmed  and  unequipped.  It  must  not  be  forgotten,  however,  thaj;  while  building  she  was 
denounced  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  by  Mr.  Adams.  Lord  Stanley  also  says  that  the 
"  Shenandoah  "  left  England  unobserved,  and  therefore  unquestioned,  and,  for  anything  that 
had  transpired,  on  a  legitimate  voyage,  and  that  she  was  only  armed,  equipped,  and  manned 
as  a  war  vessel  off  Funchal,  within  Portuguese  dominion.  I  am  sure  that  it  must  be  unne- 
cessary to  refer  here  to  the  fact  that  the  building  of  the  "Florida."  the  "  Georgia,"  and 
the  "  Shenandoah  "  in  British  ports,  and  the  arming  and  equipment  of  them  outside  of 
British  jurisdiction,  were  fraudulent  in  the  same  manner  that  has  been  specially  described 
in  regard  to  the  "  Alabama."  The  "  Shenandoah  "  was  received,  protected,  and  supplied, 
in  defiance  of  our  protest,  at  Melbourne,  in  Australia.  She  proceeded  thence  to  the  Arctic 
seas,  where  she  destroyed  twenty-nine  United  States'  merchant  vessels,  and  finally,  after 
the  end  of  the  rebel  hostilities  here,  she  returned  to  Liverpool,  the  place  from  which  she 
had  first  gone  forth,  and  there  surrendered  herself  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  as  to  an 
illy  or  a  superior. 

Lord  Stanley  excuses  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  part  upon  tne  ground  that  suffi- 

*  Mr.  Adams  to  Lord  Russell,  October  1,  1861, 
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cient  evidence  ov  notice  was  not  presented  by  the  United  States,  in  part  on  the  ground  of 
accidental  hindrances  or  embarrassments,  while  in  one  place  he  seems  to  imply  that  the  only 
devastating  vessels  of  which  we  complain  are  the  "Sumter,"  the  "  Alabama,"  the  "  Florida,'* 
and  the  "  Shenandoah."  In  regard  to  the  first  excuse,  I  have  to  say  that  British  com- 
plaints of  lack  of  vigour  on  our  part,  would,  under  any  circumstances,  be  unreasonable.  Inter- 
national, as  well  as  municipal,  laws  depend  for  their  execution  in  Great  Britain  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  not  upon  our  own.  Again,  I  think  that  Lord  Stanley  will  find, 
by  referring  to  unpublished  records  in  the  Foreign  Office,  what  certainly  appears  in  our  con- 
fidential archives,  that  at  the  time  when  the  fraudulent  building,  arming,  and  equipping  of 
those  vessels  were  going  on  in  England,  we  were  required,  out  of  tenderness  to  British  sen- 
sibilities and  with  the  approval  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  to  relax  rather  than  increase 
our  vigilance,  then  called  by  the  repulsive  name  of  espionage. 

In  relation  to  the  second  excuse,  I  think  that  the  alleged  hindrances  and  embarrass- 
ments were  nothing  else  than  the  skilful  machinations  of  the  offending  parties  themselves. 
In  enumerating  certain  vessels  in  my  former  communication,  I  wrote  of  them  not  as  all 
the  vessels  complained  of,  but  by  way  of  describing  the  class  of  which  we  complained. 
There  were  many  others.  The  li  Nashville,"  stolen  from  loyal  owners  at  Charleston,  after 
having  evaded  the  blockade,  and  after  having  captured  the  "  Harvey  Birch,"  arrived  at 
Southampton  on  the  20th  of  November,  1861.  She  was  entertained  there  until  February  3, 
1862,  and  then  left  the  harbour,  protected  from  the  United  States  cruiser  "Tuscarora"  by 
Her  Majesty's  war  frigate  "  Shannon."  She  was  afterwards  hospitably  entertained  at  -the 
British  ports  at  Bermuda  and  Nassau,  in  the  West  Indies.  The  "  Alabama"  improved  her 
own  crafty  experience.  Having  in  one  of  her  cruises  captured  the  United  States  merchant 
ship  "Conrad,"  near  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  on  the  21bt  of  June,  1863,  she  commissioned 
the  et  Conrad"  as  a  "  Confederate"  pirate  on  the  high  seas,  under  the  name  of  the  "  Tus- 
caloosa." In  like  manner,  the  "  Florida ''  captured  the  merchant  ship  "  Clarence  "  upon 
the  ocean,  and  commissioned  her,  and  gave  her  an  armament,  force,  and  equipment  of  a 
twelve-pound  howitzer,  twenty  men,  and  two  officers.  Afterwards  the  "  Florida  "  trans- 
ferred the  same  authority,  armament,  and  equipment  to  the  "Tacony"  on  the  high  seas, 
which  vessel  captured,  bonded,  and  destroyed  ten  United  States'  merchant  vessels  off  the 
Atlantic  coast. 

Having  recalled  these  facts,  I  must  now  beg  leave  to  reaffirm  as  substantially  correct 
my  former  statement,  the  statement  to  which  Lord  Stanley  has  excepted,  namely  :  the 
"  Sumter,"  the  "  Alabama,''  the  "Florida,"  the  "  Shenandoah,"  and  other  ships  of  war, 
were  built,  armed,  equipped,  and  fitted  out  in  British  ports,  and  despatched  therefrom  by 
or  through  the  agency  of  British  subjects,  and  were  harboured,  sheltered,  provided,  and 
furnished,  as  occasion  required,  during  their  devastating  career,  in  ports  of  the  realm,  or  in 
ports  of  the  British  Colonies  in  nearly  all  parts  of  the  globe. 

Lord  Stanley  excuses  the  reception  of  the  vessels  complained  of  in  British  ports  sub- 
sequently to  their  fraudulent  escapes  and  armament,  on  the  ground  that  when  the  vessels 
appeared  in  those  ports  they  did  so  in  the  character  of  properly  commissioned  cruisers  of 
the  Government  of  the  so-styled  Confederate  States,  and  that  they  received  no  more  shelter, 
provisions,  or  facilities  than  was  due  to  them  in  that  character.  This  position  is  taken  by  his 
Lordship  in  full  view  of  the  facts  that,  with  the  exception  of  the  "Sumter"  and  the  "Florida,'* 
none  of  the  vessels  named  were  ever  found  in  any  place  where  a  lawful  belligerent  commis- 
sion could  either  be  conferred  or  received.  It  would  appear,  therefore,  that  in  the  opinion 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  a  British  vessel,  in  order  to  acquire  a  belligerent  character 
against  the  United  States,  had  only  to  leave  the  British  port  where  she  was  built  clandes- 
tinely, and  to  be  fraudulently  armed,  equipped,  and  manned  anywhere  in  Great  Britain  or 
in  any  foreign  country,  or  on  the  high  seas,  and  in  some  foreign  country  or  upon  the  high 
seas  to  set  up  and  assume  the  title  and  privileges  of  a  belligerent,  without  even  entering  the 
so-called  Confederacy,  or  ever  coming  within  any  port  of  the  United  States.  I  must  confess 
that  if  a  lawful  belligerent  character  can  be  acquired  in  such  a  manner,  then  1  am  unable 
to  determine  by  what  different  course  of  proceeding  a  vessel  can  become  a  pirate,  and  an 
enemy  to  the  peace  of  nations. 

Lord  Stanley  defends  the  Queen's  Proclamation  of  Neutrality  by  quoting  against  me 
certain  utterances  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  and  of  the  district  of 
Columbia,  of  which  he  says  Her  Majesty's  Government  has  seen  no  refutation.  Certainly 
it  is  not  my  purpose  to  refute  these  utterances.  They  were  made  by  learned  and  loyal 
tribunals.  Moreover,  Lord  Stanley  understands  them  correctly  as  showing  that,  at  the 
time  they  were  pronounced,  it  was  the  opinion  of  those  Courts  that  a  civil  war  was  actually 
existing  in  the  United  States,  and  that  it  was  existing  at  the  time  when  the  causes  of  action 
arose  in  the  cases  which  the  Courts  were  adjudicating.  I  may  admit,  further,  that  the 
Courts  referred  to  the  President's  Blockade  Proclamation,  which  preceded  the  Queen's 
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Neutrality  Proclamation,  as  one  among  the  facts  which  proved  that  the  controversy  here 
was  not  a  mere  local  insurrection,  but  had  all  the  gravity,  character,  and  consequences  of 
a  civil  war. 

But  I  must  insist,  on  the  other  hand,  first,  that  neither  of  the  judicial  utterances 
referred  to  asserts  or  admits  that  the  President's  Blockade  Proclamation  expressly  and  in 
form  declared  or  recognized  the  existence  of  civil  war,  and,  in  the  second  place,  that  both 
of  these  judicial  utterances  unmistakably  imply  the  contrary.  The  District  Court  of 
Columbia  pronounced  its  opinion  on  the  17th  June,  1861.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  withheld  its  opinion  until  the  10th  March,  1863.  The  capture  which  con- 
stituted the  cause  of  action  in  the  District  Court  occurred  on  the  21st  of  May,  1861  ;  the 
captures  concerning  which  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  adjudicated  occurred 
on  the  17th  of  May,  1861,  the  20th  of  May,  1861,  the  23rd  of  June,  1861,  and  the  10th 
of  July,  1861.  The  Queen's  Proclamation  of  Neutrality  had  appeared  before  either  Court 
pronounced  its  opinion,  and  before  either  cause  of  action  arose.  British  subjects  were 
claimants  in  some,  and  other  foreigners  were  claimants  in  others,  of  these  litigations. 
Among  the  facts  of  which  the  Supreme  Court  took  notice,  and  which  they  set  forth  as  the 
grounds  of  their  opinion,  is  the  following  : — "As  soon  as  the  news  of  the  attack  on  Fort 
Sumter,  and  the  organization  of  a  Government  of  the  seceding  States  assuming  to  act  as 
belligerents,  could  become  known  in  Europe,  to  wit,  on  the  13th  of  May,  1861,  the  Queen 
of  England  issued  her  Proclamation  of  Neutrality,  recognizing  hostilities  as  existing 
between  the  Government  of  the  United  States  of  America  and  certain  States  styling  them- 
selves the  Confederate  States  of  America.  This  was  immediately  followed  by  similar 
declarations  or  silent  acquiescence  by  other  nations." 

This  statement  served  to  prepare  the  way  for  the  proposition  which  became  a  chief 
basis  in  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  to  wit :— "  After  such  an  effectual  recognition 
by  the  Sovereign,  the  citizen  of  a  foreign  State  is  estopped  to  deny  the  existence  of  a  war 
and  its  consequences  as  regards  neutrals."  It  is  thus  seen  that  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  which  Lord  Stanley  quotes  in  defence  of  the  Queen's  Proclamation  of  Neutrality, 
was  based  upon  the  Proclamation  itself,  and  thus  the  Proclamation  defended,  and  the  de- 
fending opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court,  reciprocate  each  other.  The  District  Court  of 
Columbia  is  only  an  inferior  local  tribunal,  whose  unreviewed  reasoning  would  not  any 
where  be  deemed  authoritative  upon  international  questions.  I  might,  therefore,  bring  my 
remarks  upon  the  Queen's  Proclamation  of  Neutrality  to  an  end,  but  I  desire  to  leave 
nothing  unsaid  that  might  tend  to  elucidate  the  subject.  The  issue  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain,  which  is  the  subject  of  the  present  correspondence,  is  not  upon 
the  question  whether  a  civil  war  has  recently  existed  in  the  United  States,  nor  is  the  issue 
upon  that  other  question,  namely,  whether  such  a  civil  war  was  actually  existing  here  at 
the  date  of  the  Queen's  Proclamation  of  Neutrality.  Certainly  there  is  a  stage  when  a 
civil  commotion,  although  attended  by  armed  force,  is  nevertheless  in  fact  only  a  local 
insurrection,  as  it  is  also  true  that  local  insurrections  often  transcend  municipal  bounds, 
and  become  civil  wars.  It  is  always  important,  and  generally  difficult  and  perplexing,  to 
recognize  and  definitely  determine  the  transition  stage  with  absolute  precision.  The  dis- 
turbed nation  suffers  a  serious  loss  of  advantages  if  recognition  is  prematurely  made.  The 
insurrectionary  party  may  suffer  a  serious  loss  if  it  be  too  long  and  unjustly  withheld. 
Strangers  who  may  be  dealing  with  one  or  the  other  may  be  injuriously  affected  in  either 
case.  Now  what  is  alleged  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  is  that  the  Queen's  Proclaim* 
tion,  which  by  conceding  belligerent  privileges  to  the  insurgents,  lifted  them  up  for  the 
purpose  of  insurrection  to  an  equality  with  the  nation  which  they  were  attempting  to  over- 
throw, was  premature  because  it  was  unnecessary,  and  that  it  was  in  its  operation 
unfriendly  because  it  was  premature. 

The  discussion  necessarily  involves  a  history  of  that  Proclamation.  On  the  28th  of 
February,  1861,  the  United  States,  in  the  customary  manner  of  international  conference, 
announced  to  Great  Britain,  as  well  as  to  other  friendly  nations,  that  certain  United  States 
citizens  dwelling  in  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Florida,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Louisiana, 
and  Texas  had,  in  pretended  State  Conventions,  and  in  a  so-called  but  unlawful  Congress, 
on  paper,  pronounced  a  secession  or  separation  from  the  Federal  Government,  and  asserted 
themselves  by  the  style  of  the  Confederated  States  of  America.  The  United  States,  for 
special  reasons,  warned  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  seditious  emissaries  would  endea- 
vour to  procure  from  Great  Britain  a  recognition  of  the  pretended  confederacy*.  The 
United  States  protested  against  such  a  proceeding.  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  on  the  22nd  of  March,  1861,  listened  to  the  announcement  thus  made 
as  one  which  he  expected,  and  said  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  reached  no 
definite  conclusion   as  to  a  proper  course   of  action.     He  observed  that  he  had  seen  a 

*   Black's  despatch,  February  28,  1861  ;  Mr.  Dallas  to  Mr.  Seward,  March  22,  1861. 
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private  letter,  from  which  he  inferred  that  accredited  Ministers  or  Commissioners,  autho- 
rized to  negotiate  for  recognition,  would  be  shortly  sent  to  Europe  by  the  so-called 
secessionists.  This  answer  plainly  indicates  a  preparation  for  the  very  decision  against  which 
the  United  States  protested.  On  the  9th  of  March  thereafter,  the  President  of  the  United 
States  caused  the  before-mentioned  monition  and  protest  to  be  renewed,  with  the  assurance 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  he  then  entertained  a  full  confidence  in  a  speedy  resto- 
ration of  the  harmony  and  unity  of  the  Government,  through  judicious  measures 
co-operating  with  a  deliberate  and  loyal  action  of  the  American  people.  The  President 
earnestly  desired  Her  Majesty's  Government  not  to  intervene  in  any  unfriendly  way  in  the 
domestic  concerns  of  this  country.  He  distinctly  stated  farther  that  he  would  take  care  in 
every  case  to  render  any  possible  injuries  which  foreigners  might  suffer  as  light  as  possible, 
and  fully  to  indemnify  them.  In  answer  to  this  latter  communication,  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  on  the  8th  of  April,  1861,  said  that  the  matter  seemed  not  yet  ripe  for 
decision,  one  way  or  the  other,  and  this  was  all  that  at  that  moment  they  could  say. 
They  added,  however,  a  statement  that  English  opinion  seemed  to  be  tending  towards  the 
theory  that  a  peaceful  separation  of  the  American  Union  might  work  beneficially  for  both 
groups  of  States,  and  might  not  injuriously  affect  the  rest  of  the  world.  It  was  then  made 
known  that  the  subject  was  to  be  debated  on  that  very  day  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
that  six  days  thereafter  a  motion  for  absolute  recognition  of  the  pretended  Confederacjr, 
otherwise  called  there  a  new  nation,  would  be  pressed  in  Parliament.*  When  these  facts 
became  known  to  this  Government,  care  was  taken  to  reply  that  the  answer  of  the  Foreign 
Secretary  of  State  was  by  no  means  satisfactory,  and  Her  Majesty's  Government  was 
therefore  advised  that  they  were  at  liberty  to  choose  whether  they  would  retain  the  friend- 
ship of  the  United  States  by  refusing  all  aid  and  comfort  to  their  domestic  enemies,  or 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  would  take  the  precarious  benefits  of  a  different 
course.f  It  was  not  long  left  in  doubt  in  European  circles  which  alternative  Great  Britain 
would  elect.  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  having  invited  a  Con- 
ference on  the  2nd  of  May,  announced  to  the  United  States'  Minister  in  London, 
Mr.  Dallas,  that  three  representatives  of  the  so-called  Southern  Confederacy  were  then  in 
that  capital,  and  that  he,  Lord  Russell,  was  willing  to  see  them  unofficially.  He  then 
made  the  important  announcement  that  there  already  existed  an  understanding  between 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  that  of  France,  which  would  lead  both  to  take  the  same 
course  as  to  recognition,  whatever  that  course  might  be.  The  United  States'  Minister,  of 
course  unprepared  with  instructions  to  meet  these  revelations,  certainly  unlooked  for  here, 
replied  that  his  appointed  successor,  Mr.  Adams,  was  then  on  his  voyage,  and  might  be 
expected  within  ten  or  fifteen  days.  The  Secretary  acquiesced  in  the  expediency  of  waiting 
for  the  coming  of  the  new  Minister.  The  proposed  movement  in  Parliament  for  recogni- 
tion was,  at  the  in stance  of  the  Secretary  of  Foreign  Affairs,  postponed. 

When  the  Piesident  received  an  account  of  the  last-mentioned  interview,  he  then  was 
unable,  as  the  United  States  are  yet  unable,  to  perceive  how  it  was  thought  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  entirely  considerate  in  regard  to  the  United  States,  to  consult  and 
agree  with  France  upon  a  question  vital  to  the  United  States,  without  affording  them  a  hear- 
ing. Moreover,  the  United  States  were  then  unable,  as  they  are  yet  unable,  to  perceive 
how  it  is  justly  considered  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  any  more  lawful,  just,  or  friendly 
to  entertain  traitors  against  the  United  States,  with  a  view  to  business  negotiations  with 
them,  unofficially  and  privately,  than  it  is  to  entertain  and  negotiate  with  them  officially 
and  publicly.  Be  this  as  it  may,  Earl  Russell's  explanations  revealed  to  the  United  States 
the  fact,  that  even  thus  early,  before  any  effective  military  advantage  had  been  gained  by 
the  insurgents,  and  even  before  any  meditated  blow  had  been  given  by  this  Government  in 
its  own  defence,  the  British  Government,  Parliament,  and  people  were  entertaining  pri- 
vately, and  not  unkindly,  debates  with  the  insurgents  and  with  a  foreign  Power,  which 
involved  nothing  less  than  a  direct  and  speedy  sanction  of  the  rebellion  in  the  United 
States,  and  a  dissolution  of  the  American  Union.  They  were  yet  unwilling  to  believe  that 
Great  Britain  would  take  such  a  course  with  unconcealed  precipitancy.  Mr.  Adams,  the 
new  Minister,  in  the  meantime  had  been  charged  with  the  duty  of  counteracting  the  appeals 
of  the  disunionists,  and  was  prepared  to  answer  every  argument  which  they  could  advance, 
either  on  the  score  of  British  interest,  or  under  the  pretext  of  zeal  for  the  freedom  of 
trade,  or  for  the  freedom  of  men.  J  The  insurgent  emissaries  reached  London  on  the  30th  of 
April.  The  President's  Blockade  Proclamation,  which  was  issued  on  the  13th  of  April, 
reached  London  on  the  3rd  of  May.  On  the  4th  of  May,  only  two  days  after  the  con- 
ference of  Mr.  Dallas  with  Lord  Russell,  he  favoured  the  insurgent  emissaries  with  an 

*  Mr.  Dallas  to  Mr.  Seward,  April  9,  1861. 
f   Mr.  Seward  to  Mr.  Adams,  April  27,  1861. 
X   Mr.  Seward  to  Mr.  Adams,  April  10,  1861. 
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unofficial  interview.  He  patiently,  it  is  not  for  us  to  say  confidingly,  heard  them  disclaim 
slavery  as  a  principal  cause  of  the  incipient  rebellion,  while  they  alleged  that  its  real 
cause  was  the  high  prices  which  the  so-called  South  was  obliged  to  pay  for  manufactured 
goods,  by  way  of  protecting  so-called  Northern  manufacturers.  They  favoured  him  with 
glowing  statements  of  the  South,  and  its  exports  valued  by  millions.  He  answered  that, 
when  the  question  of  recognition  should  come  to  be  formally  discussed,  inquiry  must  be  made 
on  two  points — 1st,  whether  the  body  seeking  recognition  could  maintain  its  position  as  an 
independent  State ;  and  secondly,  in  what  manner  it  was  proposed  to  maintain  relations 
with  foreign  States.  After  reviewing  this  conversation,  is  it  to  be  wondered  at  that  the 
traitors,  when  retiring  from  this  interview,  assured  his  Lordship  that  they  would  rest  in 
London  in  the  hope  that  a  recognition  (of  the  sovereignty)  of  the  Southern  Confederacy 
would  not  long  be  delayed.  Two  days  later,  namely,  on  the  6th  of  May,  the  Principal  Sec- 
retary for  Foreign  Affairs  announced  in  Parliament  that  the  Ministry  had  consulted  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown — the  Attorney-General  and  the  Solicitor-General,  and  the  Queen's 
Advocate — and  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  come  to  the  opinion  that  the  Southern  Con- 
federacy of  America,  according  to  the  principles  which  seemed  to  them  to  be  just  prin- 
ciples, must  be  treated  as  a  belligerent.*  The  Queen's  Proclamation,  which  went  half  the 
way  towards  recognition  of  the  so-called  Southern  Confederacy,  was  issued  at  London  on 
the  15th  of  May  in  the  morning.  Mr.  Adams  arrived  there  in  the  evening.  He  was 
officially  received  on  the  16th.  This  is  the  history  of  the  Queen's  Proclamation  of 
Neutrality  .T  What  I  wrote  concerning  it  in  the  despatch  which  Lord  Stanley  has  reviewed 
is  as  follows :  \ 

"  While  as  yet  the  civil  war  was  undeveloped  and  the  insurgents  were  without  any 
organized  military  forces  or  treasury — long  before  they  pretended  to  have  a  flag  or  to  put 
an  armed  ship  or  even  a  merchant-vessel  upon  the  sea — Her  Majesty's  Government,  acting 
precipitately,  as  we  have  always  insisted,  proclaimed  the  insurgents  a  belligerent  Power, 
and  conceded  to  them  the  advantages  and  privileges  of  that  character,  and  thus  raised 
them,  in  regard  to  the  prosecution  of  an  unlawful  armed  insurrection,  to  an  equality  with 
the  United  States.  The  United  States  remain  of  the  opinion  that  the  Proclamation  has 
not  been  justified  on  any  ground  of  either  necessity  or  moral  right ;  that,  therefore,  it  was 
an  act  of  wrongful  intervention,  a  departure  from  the  obligations  of  existing  Treaties,  and 
without  sanction  of  the  law  of  nations." 

Lord  Stanley's  principal  point,  in  defending  the  Queen's  Proclamation,  is.  that  it  did 
no  more  than  acknowledge  a  state  of  war  which  had  already  been  recognized  by  the 
President  himself  in  his  Proclamation  of  a  blockade,  which  was  issued  on  the  19th  of 
April,  1861,  and  his  farther  Proclamation  which  was  issued  on  the  27th  of  April,  1861. 
We  have  already  seen  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  and  that  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  in  their  opinions,  did  not  pretend,  admit,  or  imply  that  the 
President's  aforementioned  Proclamations  expressly  and  in  form  declared  or  recognized  a 
state  of  civil  war.  So  Lord  Stanley,  with  commendable  candour,  refrains  from  making 
any  similar  claim  in  regard  to  the  President's  blockade  Proclamations.  The  Courts 
reached  their  conclusion  that  a  state  of  civil  war  was  existing  at  the  time  of  the  maritime 
captures,  which  were  under  consideration  by  processes  of  reasoning  and  argument.  Lord 
Stanley  is  content  with  adopting  the  Court's  argument  in  identical  words.  He  quotes 
from  the  Supreme  Court :  "  The  President  was  bound  to  meet  it  in  the  shape  it  presented 
itself,  without  waiting  for  Congress  to  baptize  it  with  a  name,  and  no  name  given  to  it  by 
him  or  them  could  change  the  fact." 

Lord  Stanley  quotes  also  the  words,  that  "  the  Proclamation  of  blockade  is  conclusive 
evidence  to  the  Court  that  a  state  of  war  existed;"  and,  in  the  same  sense,  he  quotes 
from  the  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia:  "That  the  facts  of  the  secession  of  the 
Southern  States,  as  set  forth  by  the  President,  with  the  assertion  of  the  right  of  blockade, 
amount  to  a  declaration  that  civil  war  exists." 

The  Courts  correctly  understood  the  facts  with  which  they  had  to  deal.  Tn  the  causes 
which  were  before  those  Courts,  the  claimants  insisted  that  a  state  of  civil  war  was  not 
existing  at  the  time  of  the  respective  captures.  They  so  insisted  on  the  ground  that  no 
competent  authority  had  declared  a  civil  war  or  had  acknowledged  the  insurrection  as  a 
civil  war  giving  rise  to  belligerent  rights  ;  that  Congress  had  not  so  defined,  described,  or 
acknowledged  it,  and  that  the  President  had  not  by  his  Proclamation  so  named,  baptized, 
or  recognized  it. 

The  recitals  from  the  Courts  sustain  the  historical  view  of  the  case  which  I  have 

*  London  "Times,"  May  27,  1861  ;  Lord  Russell  to  Lord  Lyons,  May  U.  1861  ;  British  Blue  Book,  North 
America,  No.  1,  1862,  page  26. 

f  Mr.  Adams  to  Mr.  Seward,  May  17,  1861. 
%  London  "Times,"  May  16,  1861. 
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presented.  Before  the  Queen's  Proclamation  of  neutrality  the  disturbance  in  the  United 
States  was  merely  a  local  insurrection.  It  wanted  the  name  of  war  to  enable  it  to  be  a 
civil  war  and  to  live,  endowed  as  such  with  maritime  and  other  belligerent  rights.  Without 
that  authorized  name  it  might  die,  and  was  expected  not  to  live  and  be  a  flagrant  civil  war, 
but  to  perish  a  mere  insurrection. 

It  was,  therefore,  not  without  lawful  and  wise  design  that  the  President  declined  to 
confer  upon  the  insurrection  the  pregnant  baptismal  name  of  civil  war,  to  the  prejudice  of 
the  nation  whose  destiny  was  in  his  hands.  What  the  President  thus  wisely  and  humanely 
declined  to  do,  the  Queen  of  Great  Britain  too  promptly  performed.  She  baptized  the 
slave  insurrection  within  the  United  States  a  civil  war  :  and  thus,  so  far  as  the  British 
nation  and  its  influence  could  go,  gave  it  a  name  to  live,  and  flourish,  and  triumph  over  the 
American  Union.  By  this  proceeding,  the  Queen  of  Great  Britain  intervened  in  the  purely 
domestic  and  internal  affairs  of  the  United  States,  and  derogated  from  the  authority  of  their 
Government.  Reference  to  the  events  of  the  time  will  show  that  she  misunderstood  entirely 
the  actual  situation.  The  President's  first  Proclamation  against  the  insurrection  was  issued 
on  the  15th  of  April.  He  described  the  condition  of  affairs  as  one  in  which  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  were  opposed,  and  the  execution  thereof  obstructed  by  combinations  too 
powerful  to  be  suppressed  by  the  ordinary  course  of  judicial  proceedings.  He  called  out  the 
militia  for  a  short  term  of  service,  to  suppress  those  combinations,  and  to  cause  the  laws 
of  the  land  to  be  duly  executed.  He  expressly  declared  that  the  first  service  assigned  to 
the  militia  forces  would  probably  be  to  repossess  the  forts,  places,  and  property  which  had 
been  seized  from  the  Union  :  and  that  in  every  event  the  utmost  care  would  be  observed, 
consistently  with  the  objects  aforesaid,  to  avoid  any.  devastation,  any  destruction  of,  or 
interference  with  property,  or  any  disturbance  of  peaceful  citizens  of  any  part  of  the 
country  •  and  he  commanded  the  forces  composing  the  combinations  before  mentioned  to 
disperse,  and  to  return  to  their  respective  abodes  within  twenty  days.  He  at  the  same 
time  convoked  Congress  for  the  4th  day  of  July,  to  consider  the  state  of  the  Union.  So 
also  in  the  President's  second  or  supplemental  Proclamation  of  the  blockade,  he  defined  its 
necessity  as  arising  from  an  insurrection  which  had  broken  out  in  the  States  therein  named, 
by  means  whereof  the  uniform  laws  of  the  United  States  for  the  collection  of  revenue  could 
not  be  effectually  executed.  He  recited  further,  that  a  combination  of  persons  engaged  in 
such  insurrection  had  threatened  to  grant  pretended  letters  of  marque.  He  declared  further, 
that  he  had  required  the  persons  engaged  in  these  disorderly  proceedings  to  desist  there- 
from, and  had  called  out  the  militia  to  restore  order,  and  the  supremacy  of  the  laws.  All 
these  declarations,  recitals,  warnings,  and  commands  are  the  especial  features  of  Govern- 
mental Proclamations,  designed  to  suppress  local  insurrections  without  suffering  them  to 
attain  the  form  and  dimensions  of  civil  war.  It  was  the  absolute  right  of  this  Government 
to  treat  the  insurrection  in  this  manner ;  and  in  our  opinion  it  was  not  a  right  of  Great 
Britain,  by  any  recognition  of  the  insurgents,  either  as  Sovereign  or  as  belligerent,  to  defeat 
the  wise  and  humane  measures  of  the  President  in  that  respect.  It  will  be  found,  we  think, 
that  all  nations  which  have  desired  to  practise  justice  and  friendship  towards  a  State 
temporarily  disturbed  by  insurrection,  have  forborne  from  conceding  belligerent  privileges 
to  the  insurgents,  in  anticipation  of  their  concession  by  the  disturbed  State  itself.  A  nation 
which  departs  from  this  duty  always  practically  commits  itself  as  an  ally  to  the  insurgents, 
and  may  justly  be  held  to  the  responsibilities  of  that  relation. 

I  pass,  without  comment,  Lord  Russell's  justification  of  the  Queen's  proclamation,  by 
assimilating  the  situation  here  in  1861  to  that  of  the  Greeks  rising  against  their  Turkish 
oppressors  in  1825.  It  could  hardly  be  expected  that  this  Government  would  be  con- 
vinced by  an  argument  that  assimilates  them  to  the  Ottoman  Power  in  its  decline,  and  the 
slave-holding  insurgents  to  the  Christian  descendants  of  heroic  Greece,  in  their  reascent  to 
civilization.  Lord  Stanley  thinks  that  the  Queen's  proclamation  could  have  no  tendency 
to  encourage  and  create  into  a  civil  war  a  political  convulsion  which  otherwise  would  have 
remained  a  mere  local  insurrection.  If  it  were  true  that  an  insurrection  acquires  no  new 
powers,  faculties,  and  attributes,  when  it  receives  from  its  own  or  a  foreign  Government 
the  baptismal  name  of  civil  war,  the  point  which  Lord  Stanley  raises  might  require  grave 
consideration.  Such,  however,  is  not  generally  the  case  ;  and  certainly  it  was  not  the  case 
in  the  late  contest  here.  Provisions  and  treasures,  arms,  ordnance,  and  munitions  of  war, 
and  even  ships  of  war,  began  to  pour  forth  from  the  British  shores  in  support  of  the 
insurgent  cause,  so  soon  as  the  Queen's  recognition  of  it  as  a  belligerent  was  proclaimed  ; 
and  they  continually  increased,  until  it  was  finally  suppressed  by  the  vigour  and  energy  of 
this  Government.  The  commercial  losses  of  the  United  States,  which  are  the  immediate 
subject  of  the  present  correspondence,  are  only  a  small  part  of  the  damage  which  this 
country  has  sustained  at  the  hands  of  the  British  abettors  of  the  insurgents.  But  will 
Lord  Stanley  please  to  refer  to  the  table  in  which  these  special  losses  are  presented, 
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showing  ninety-five  merchant-vessels,  with  ten  millions  of  property,  destroyed  by  the 
cruisers,  which  practically  were  sent  forth  from  the  British  shores,  and  say  whether  he 
believes  it  possible  that  such  destructive  proceedings  could  have  occurred,  if  Great  Britain 
had  not  conceded  belligerent  rights  to  the  insurgents.  Nor  is  it  to  be  overlooked  that 
foreign  moral  sanction  and  sympathy  are  of  more  value  to  a  local  insurrection  than  even 
fleets  and  armies. 

Lord  Stanley  presents  the  considerations  which  induced  the  issue  of  the  Queen's  pro- 
clamation. He  says  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  to  provide  at  a  distance  for  the 
loss  and  interests  of  British  subjects  in  or  near  the  seat  of  war.  But  who  required  British 
subjects  to  be  there  ?  Who  obliged  them  to  remain  in  a  place  of  danger  ?  If  they  per- 
sisted in  remaining  there,  had  they  not  all  the  protection  that  citizens  of  the  United  States 
enjoyed  ?  Were  they  entitled  to  more  ?  Moreover,  does  the  jurisdiction  of  Great  Britain 
extend  into  our  country  to  protect  its  citizens  sojourning  here  from  accidents  and  casualties 
to  which  our  own  citizens  are  equally  exposed  ?  Lord  Stanley  continues,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  to  consider  the  rapidity  with  which  events  were  succeeding  one  another 
on  the  American  continent,  and  the  delay  which  must  elapse  before  intelligence  of  those 
events  could  reach  them,  and  the  pressing  necessity  for  definite  instructions  to  the  autho- 
rities in  their  Colonies  and  on  their  naval  stations  near  the  scene  of  the  conflict.  On  the 
contrary,  it  seems  to  us  that  prudence  and  friendship,  had  they  been  deliberately  consulted, 
would  have  suggested  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  wait  for  the  development  of  events 
and  definitive  action  of  the  United  States. 

Lord  Stanley  repeats  from  Earl  Russell,  and  reaffirms,  that  "  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  but  two  courses  open  to  them  on  receiving  intelligence  of  the  President's  pro- 
clamation, namely,  either  that  of  acknowledging  the  blockade  and  proclaiming  the 
neutrality  of  Her  Majesty,  or  that  of  refusing  to  acknowledge  the  blockade  and  insisting 
upon  the  right  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  to  trade  with  the  ports  of  the  South  where  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  could  exercise  no  fiscal  control  at  that  time." 

With  due  respect  I  must  demur  to  this  statement.  The  disturbance  being,  at  the 
time  referred  to,  officially  and  legally  held  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  be  a 
local  insurrection,  this  Government  had  a  right  to  close  the  ports  in  the  States  within  the 
scene  of  the  insurrection,  by  municipal  law,  and  to  forbid  strangers  from  all  intercourse 
therewith,  and  to  use  the  armed  and  naval  forces  for  that  purpose.  A  blockade  was 
legitimately  declared  to  that  end  ;  and,  until  the  state  of  civil  war  should  actually  have 
developed,  the  existence  of  a  blockade  would  have  conferred  no  belligerent  rights  upon  the 
insurgents.  In  choosing  the  blockade  as  a  form  of  remedy  less  oppressive  than  the  closing 
of  the  ports  by  statute,  the  United  States  might  perhaps  have  come  under  an  obligation 
to  respect  any  just  rights  and  interests  of  aliens  which  might  have  been  infringed.  There 
was,  however,  no  just  ground  of  apprehension  on  that  subject,  for  the  history  of  the  time 
shows  that  those  rights  were  in  all  cases  inviolately  respected. 

Again,  the  blockade  could  have  been  suitably  acknowledged  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  without  a  proclamation  conceding  belligerent  rights  to  the  insurgents. 
Certainly  forbearance  from  foreign  strife  can  be  practised,  like  every  other  national  virtue, 
without  public  proclamation.  There  is  hardly  a  nation  in  any  part  of  the  world  which 
has  not  been  disturbed  by  both  internal  and  external  wars  since  the  United  States  became 
an  independent  maritime  Power.  I  find,  however,  in  our  records  that  the  United  States 
have  accorded  a  recognition  of  belligerent  rights  only  in  one  case,  namely,  in  the  case  of 
the  flagrant  war  between  France  and  the  allied  European  Powers  in  1793.  In  all  other 
cases  we  have  either  disallowed  belligerent  rights  or  preserved  silence. 

Lord  Stanley  says  that,  "  If  Mr.  Seward  means  to  base  the  present  claims  on  the 
ground  that  the  British  Government  should,  while  acknowledging  the  blockade,  have 
awaited  the  arrival  of  a  Confederate  ship  of  war  in  British  ports  before  admitting  the 
possession  by  the  '  Confederate  States '  of  a  ship  of  war,  and,  therefore,  their  right  to  be 
treated  on  the  high  seas  as  a  belligerent  Power,  a  reference  to  dates  will  show  that  the 
question  would  have  been  raised  on  the  arrival  of  the  '  Sumter  '  at  Trinidad,  and  of  the 
"  Nashville  "  at  Souhampton,  some  months  before  Mr.  Adams  laid  his  complaints  against 
the  vessels  mentioned  in  the  Summary  of  Claims." 

To  this  argument  it  is  deemed  a  sufficient  reply  that  neither  of  the  two  vessels  named 
in  fact  appeared  in  a  British  port  or  upon  the  high  seas  until  after  the  Queen's  Proclama- 
tion, which  tendered  hospitalities  and  assistance  to  them,  was  issued. 

I  do  not  deem  it  necessary  to  reply  at  large  to  the  reflections  which  Lord  Stanley 
makes  upon  the  conduct  of  this  Government  in  regard  to  the  proceedings  of  the  so-called 
Fenians.  The  Fenian  movement  neither  begins  nor  ends  in  the  United  States  ;  the  movers 
in  those  proceedings  arc  not  native  citizens  of  the  United  States  ;  but  they  are  natives  of 
Great  Britain,  though  some  of  them  have  assumed  naturalization  in  the  United  States. 
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Their  quarrel  with  Great  Britain  is  not  an  American,  but  a  British  one,  ay  old,  I  sincerely 
hope  it  may  not  be  as  lasting,  as  the  union  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Their  aim  is  not 
American,  but  British  revolution.  In  seeking  to  make  the  territory  of  the  United  States  a 
base  for  the  organization  of  a  Republic  in  Ireland,  and  of  military  and  naval  operations  for 
its  establishment  there,  they  allege  that  they  have  followed  as  an  example  proceedings  of 
British  subjects  in  regard  to  our  civil  war,  allowed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
policy  and  proceedings  of  the  two  Governments  in  regard  to  those  parallel  movements  have 
not  assimilated.  The  United  States'  Government  has  not  recognized  the  Irish  Republic  as 
a  belligerent,  and  has  disarmed  its  forces  when  found  within  our  territories  and  waters. 

With  regard  to  the  manner  in  which  this  protracted  controversy  shall  be  brought  to 
an  end,  we  agree  entirely  with  the  sentiments  expressed  by  Lord  Stanley.  We  should 
even  think  it  better  that  it  be  brought  to  an  end  which  might,  perhaps,  in  some  degree 
disappoint  the  parties,  than  that  it  should  continue  to  alienate  the  two  nations,  each  of 
which  is  powerful  enough  to  injure  the  other  deeply,  while  their  maintenance  of  conflicting 
principles  in  regard  to  intervention  would  be  a  calamity  to  all  nations.  The  United  States 
think  it  not  only  easier  but  more  desirable  that  Great  Britain  should  acknowledge  and 
satisfy  the  claims  for  indemnity  which  we  have  submitted,  than  it  would  be  to  find  an  equal 
and  wise  arbitrator  who  would  consent  to  adjudicate  them.  If,  however,  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  for  reasons  satisfactory  to  them,  should  prefer  the  remedy  of  arbitration,  the 
United  States  would  not  object.  The  United  States,  in  that  case,  would  expect  to  refer 
the  whole  controversy  just  as  it  is  found  in  the  correspondence  which  has  taken  place 
between  the  two  Governments,  with  such  further  evidence  and  arguments  as  either  party 
may  desire,  without  imposing  restrictions,  conditions,  or  limitations  upon  the  umpire,  and 
without  waiving  any  principle  or  argument  on  either  side.  They  cannot  consent  to  waive 
any  question  upon  the  consideration  that  it  involves  a  point  of  national  honour ;  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  they  will  not  require  that  any  question  of  national  pride  or  honour  shall 
be  expressly  ruled  and  determined  as  such.  If  Her  Majesty's  Government  shall  concur  in 
these  views,  the  President  will  be  ready  to  treat  concerning  the  choice  of  an  umpire. 

I  am,  &c. 
(Signed)  WILLIAM  H.  SEWARD, 

No.  8. 

Lord  Stanley  to  Mr.  Adams. 

Sir,  Foreign  Office,  January  30,  1867. 

I  HAVE  the  honour  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  the  28th  instant, 
forwarding  a  copy  of  a  despatch  from  Mr.  Seward  replying  to  the  proposals  contained  in 
my  despatch  to  Sir  Frederick  Bruce  of  the  30th  of  November  last  with  regard  to  the 
settlement  of  claims  arising  out  of  the  civil  war  in  the  United  States  ;  and  I  have  the 
honour  to  state  that  Mr.  Seward's  despatch  will  receive  the  full  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

I  am,  &c. 
(Signed)  STANLEY. 


No.  9. 

Lord  Stanley  to  Sir  F.  Bruce. 

Sir,  Foreign  Office,  March  9,  1867. 

I  TRANSMIT  to  you  herewith  a  copy  of  Mr.  Seward's  reply,*  which  was  communi- 
cated to  me  by  Mr.  Adams  on  the  28th  of  January,  to  my  despatch  of  the  30th  of 
November  on  the  subject  of  the  "  Alabama  "  claims. 

In  this  reply,  as  you  will  perceive,  Mr.  Seward  re-states  and  enforces  the  allegations 
made  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  in  the  previous  correspondence  on  the  subject  of 
these  claims,  and  again  discusses  the  character  of  the  vessels  in  whose  depredations  on  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  the  claims  originate,  the  responsibility  of  the  British 
Government  for  the  equipment  and  proceedings  of  those  vessels,  and  above  all  the  liabilities 
incurred  by  the  British  Government  by  reason  of  its  recognition  of  the  belligerent  character 
of  the  so-called  Confederate  States. 

It  appears  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  no  useful  result  can  be  obtained  by  follow- 
ing Mr.  Seward  over  these  grounds.     They  have  been  fully  discussed  in  the  course  of  a 

*  Inclosure  in  No.  7. 
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long-protracted  correspondence :  no  new  light  can  be  thrown  on  the  subject-matter  of 
dispute  by  reviving  an  exhausted  controversy,  or  by  reiterating  statements  and  arguments 
elaborately  maintained  or  disputed  on  either  side.  Such  a  course  would  be  calculated 
rather  to  defeat  than  to  promote  the  object  which  the  British  Government,  and,  doubtless, 
that  of  the  United  States,  has  most  at  heart,  namely,  the  amicable  adjustment  of  the 
existing  points  of  difference. 

1  will  abstain,  therefore,  from  any  detailed  examination  of  the  statements  in  Mr.  Seward's 
despatch  of  the  12th  January,  and  will  only,  for  the  sake  of  historical  accuracy,  specifically 
allude  to  two  points,  in  regard  to  the  first  of  which  it  is  to  be  observed  that,  whatever  may 
be  found  in  the  confidential  archives  of  the  United  States,  the  unpublished  records  of  the 
British  Office,  as  Mr.  Seward  designates  them,  do  not,  so  far  as  T  am  able  to  discover,  bear- 
out  the  allegation  that  any  influence  was  exerted  by  the  British  Government  to  induce  the 
authorities  of  the  United  States  in  any  quarter  of  the  world  to  relax  their  vigilance  in 
detecting  and  bringing  home  to  suspected  parties  attempts  or  intentions  to  infringe  the 
Municipal  laws  of  England,  or  to  evade  her  international  obligations ;  and  on  the  second 
point  I  must  repeat,  in  accordance  with  my  former  argument  on  the  subject,  that  the 
President  c  f  the  United  States,  and  not  the  Queen  of  England,  is  primarily  responsible  for 
the  ackno  ledgment  of  the  belligerent  character  in  the  so-called  Confederate  States,  and 
that  in  recognizing  the  status  of  the  so-called  Confederate  States  as  belligerent,  the  British 
Governn^nt  found  itself  associated  with  the  greater  part  if  not  the  whole  of  the  maritime 
Powers  of  Europe. 

But  I  will  not  be  led  any  further  into  a  renewal  of  controversy  on  these  or  other 
points  raised  by  Mr.  Seward ;  and  that  not  because  I  feel  any  doubt  as  to  the  possibility 
of  maintaining  the  ground  on  which  the  British  Government  have  hitherto  taken  their 
stand,  but  because  1  feel  that  by  doing  so  I  should  be  more  likely  to  retard  than  to  advance 
a  settlement  of  the  real  question  at  issue,  namely,  that  of  the  liability  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment to  make  good  the  losses  occasioned  to  American  commerce  by  the  operations  of 
Confederate  ships  of  war,  in  which  British  subjects  are  alleged  at  some  time  or  other  to 
have  had  more  or  less  interest,  and  which,  in  their  character  of  Confederate  ships  of  war, 
were  at  different  times  admitted  into  the  ports  of  Pier  Majesty's  dominions. 

In  my  despatch  of  the  30th  of  November  I  explained  to  you  the  grounds  on  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  could  not  consent  to  refer  to  a  foreign  Power  to  determine 
whether  the  policy  of  recognizing  the  Confederate  States  as  a  belligerent  Power  was  or  was 
not  suitable  to  the  circumstances  of  the  time  when  that  recognition  was  made,  but  I  at  the 
same  time  expressed  the  willingness  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  entertain  in  a 
friendly  spirit  any  proposal  which  might  be  made  to  them  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  to  refer  to  arbitration  other  questions  which  might  be  at  issue  between  the 
two  Governments  in  reference  to  the  late  war,  and  I  desired  you  to  invite  Mr.  Seward  to 
state  what  were  the  precise  points  which  in  his  opinion  might  be,  and  ought  to  be  so  dealt 
with. 

Mr.  Seward,  in  his  despatch  of  the  12th  of  January,  while  suggesting  that  it  would  be 
"not  only  easier  but  more  desirable  that  Great  Britain  should  acknowledge  and  satisfy  the 
claims  for  indemnity  which  we  have  submitted,  than  it  would  be  to  find  an  equal  and  wise 
arbitrator  who  would  consent  to  adjudicate  them,*'  goes  on  to  say  that  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  prefer  the  remedy  of  arbitration,  the  United  States  would  not  object, 
but  in  that  case  "  would  expect  to  refer  the  whole  controversy  just  as  it  is  found  in  the 
correspondence  which  has  taken  place  between  the  two  Governments,  with  such  further 
evidence  and  arguments  as  either  party  may  desire,  without  imposing  restrictions,  con- 
ditions, or  limitations  upon  the  umpire,  and  without  waiving  any  principle  or  argument 
on  either  side." 

To  such  an  extensive  and  unlimited  reference  Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot 
consent :  for  this  reason,  among  others,  that  it  would  admit  of,  and  indeed  compel,  the 
submission  to  the  arbiter  of  the  very  question  which  I  have  already  said  they  cannot  agree 
to  submit. 

The  real  matter  at  issue  betwreen  the  two  Governments,  when  kept  apart  from 
collateral  considerations,  is,  whether  in  the  matters  connected  with  the  vessels  out  of  whose 
depredations  the  claims  of  American  citizens  have  arisen  the  course  pursued  by  the  British 
Government  and  by  those  who  acted  under  its  authority  was  such  as  would  involve  a  moral 
responsibility  on  the  part  of  the  British  Government  to  make  good,  either  in  whole  or  in 
part,  the  losses  of  American  citizens. 

This  is  a  plain  and  simple  question,  easily  to  be  considered  by  an  arbiter,  and 
admitting  of  solution  without  raising  other  and  wider  issues  ;  and  on  this  question  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  fully  prepared  to  go  to  arbitration,  with  the  further  provision 
that,  if  the  decision  of  the  arbiter  is  unfavourable  to  the  British  view,  the  examination  of 
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the  several  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  shall  be  referred  to  a  Mixed  Commission, 
with  a  view  to  the  settlement  of  the  sums  to  be  paid  on  them. 

But  as  they  consider  it  of  great  importance  for  the  maintenance  of  good  under- 
standing between  the  two  countries  that  the  adjudication  of  this  question  in  favour  of  one 
or  other  of  the  parties  should  not  leave  other  questions  of  claims  in  which  their  respective 
subjects  or  citizens  may  be  interested  to  be  matter  of  further  disagreement  between  the 
two  countries,  Her  Majesty's  Goverment,  with  a  view  to  the  common  interest  of  both, 
think  it  neeessary,  as  you  have  already  apprized  Mr.  Seward  in  your  letter  of  the  7th  of 
January,  "  in  the  event  of  an  understanding  being  come  to  between  the  two  Governments, 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  special  American  claims"  (which  have  formed  the  subject  of 
the  correspondence  of  which  my  present  despatch  is  the  sequel)  "  should  be  dealt  with, 
that,  under  a  Convention  to  be  separately,  but  simultaneously  concluded,  the  general 
claims  of  the  subjects  and  citizens  of  the  two  countries  arising  out  of  the  events  of  the 
late  war  should  be  submitted  to  a  Mixed  Commission,  with  a  view  to  their  eventual 
payment  by  the  Government  that  may  be  judged  responsible  for  them.'' 

Such,  then,  is  the  proposal  which  Her  Majesty's  Government  desire  to  submit  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States — limited  reference  to  arbitration  in  regard  to  the 
so-called  Alabama  claims,  and  adjudication  by  means  of  a  Mixed  Commission  of  general 
claims. 

You  will  read  this  despatch  to  Mr.  Seward,  and  furnish  him  with  a  copy  of  it,  as  the 
deliberate  reply  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  his  despatch  of  the  12th  of  January,  and, 
in  doing  so,  you  will  express  to  him  the  earnest  hope  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
their  present  proposal  will  be  accepted  by  the  Cabinet  of  Washington  in  the  spirit  in 
which  it  is  made. 

I  am,  &c. 
(Signed)  STANLEY. 


No.  10. 

Lord  Stanley  to  Sir  F.  Wright  Bruce. 

Sir,  Foreign  Office,  May  2,  1867. 

MR.  ADAMS  has  this  day  communicated  to  me  the  substance  of  a  despatch  which 
he  had  received  from  Mr.  Seward  in  reply  to  the  proposal  which  you  were  instructed  by 
my  despatch  of  the  9th  of  March  to  make  on  the  subject  of  the  claims  arising  out  of  the 
Civil  War  in  the  United  States. 

In  this  despatch  Mr.  Seward  states  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  adher 
to  the  view  which  they  formerly  expressed  as  to  the  best  way  of  dealing  with  these  claims. 
They  cannot,  consequently,  consent  to  a  special  and  peculiar  limitation  of  arbitrament  in 
regard  to  the  "  Alabama  "  claims  such  as  Her  Majesty's  Government  suggest. 

They  cannot  give  any  preference  to  the  "  Alabama  "  claims  over  others  in  regard  to 
the  form  of  arbitrament  suggested  ;  and  while  they  agree  that  all  mutual  claims  which 
arose  during  the  Civil  War  between  citizens  and  subjects  of  the  two  countries  ought  to  be 
amicably  and  speedily  adjusted,  they  must  insist  that  they  be  adjusted  by  one  and  the 
same  form  of  tribunal,  with  like  and  the  same  forms,  and  on  principles  common  to  all. 

The  President  of  the  United  States,  therefore,  respectfully  declines  the  proposal  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government ;  but  reciprocating  the  feelings  of  good  will  which  have  been 
expressed  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain,  the  United  States'  Government  will  cheerfully 
receive  any  further  suggestions  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  may  have  to  offer. 

I  am,  &c. 
(Signed)  STANLEY. 


No.  11. 
Lord  Stanley  to  Sir  F.  Wright  Bruce. 

Sir,  Foreign  Office,  May  24,  1867. 

I  ABSTAINED  in  my  despatch  of  the  2nd  instant  from  making  any  observations  on 
the  communication  from  Mr.  Adams  to  which  that  despatch  referred,  in  the  expectation 
that  I  might  receive  from  you  some  further  explanation,  as  given  to  you  by  Mr.  Seward,  of 
the  views  of  the  American  Government  on  the  subject. 

Not  having  heard  from  you,  I  must  conclude  that  Mr.  Seward  has  not  made  you 


44 

..  with  the  nature  of  his  reply  sent  through  Mr.  Adams  to  your  communication  to 
mm  of  my  despatch  of  the  9th  of  March. 

I  have  nothing,  therefore,  beyond  the  brief  statement  made  to  me  by  Mr.  Adams 
to  guide  me  in  dealing  with  Mr.  Seward's  reply. 

In  that  reply  Mr.  Seward  says  clearly  enough  that  the  Government  cf  the  United 
States  cannot  consent  to  a  special  and  peculiar  limitation  of  arbitration  in  regard  to  the 
"Alabama"  claims,  such  as  Her  Majesty's  Government  suggest ;  but  from  his  next  obser- 
vation it  might  be  inferred  that  the  offer  as  regards  arbitration  made  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  my  despatch  of  the  9th  of  March  was  understood  to  have  applied  only  to 
the  claims  arising  out  of  the  proceedings  of  the  "  Alabama,"  to  the  exclusion  of  those 
arising  out  of  the  like  proceedings  of  the  "  Florida,"  "  Shenandoah,"  and  "  Georgia." 

It  is  important  to  clear  up  this  point,  and  you  will  therefore  state  to  Mr.  Seward  that 
the  offer  to  go  to  arbitration  was  not  restricted  to  the  claims  arising  out  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  "  Alabama,"  but  applied  equally  to  those  arising  out  of  the  like  proceedings 
of  the  other  vessels  that  I  have  named  ;  in  the  words  of  my  despatch  of  the  9th  of  March 
the  matter  at  issue  between  the  two  Governments  on  which  Great  Britain  was  ready  to 
go  to  arbitration  was,  "  whether  in  the  matters  connected  with  the  vessels  out  of  whose 
depredations  the  claims  of  American  citizens  have  arisen,  the  course  pursued  by  the 
British  Government  and  by  those  who  acted  upon  its  authority  was  such  as  would  involve 
a  moral  responsibility  on  the  part  of  the  British  Government  to  make  good,  either  in 
whole  or  in  part,  the  losses  of  American  citizens." 

It  is  most  desirable  that  there  should  be  no  misunderstanding  on  this  point ;  but 
inasmuch  as  Mr.  Seward  says  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  cannot  give  any 
preference  to  the  ''Alabama"  claims  over  others  in  regard  to  the  form  of  arbitrament 
suggested,  you  may  inform  Mr.  Seward  that  there  was  no  intention  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  give  any  such  preference  to  the  "  Alabama  "  claims  over  claims 
in  the  like  category. 

That  some  such  misapprehension  exists  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Seward,  may  indeed  be 
further  deduced  from  his  statement  that  while  the  Government  of  the  United  States  agree 
that  all  mutual  claims,  which  arose  during  the  civil  war,  between  citizens  and  subjects  of 
the  two  countries,  ought  to  be  amicably  and  speedily  adjusted,  they  must  insist  that  they 
be  adjusted  by  one  and  the  same  tribunal,  with  like  and  the  same  forms,  and  on  principles 
common  to  all. 

Now  the  question  of  disposing  of  general  claims  in  contradistinction  to  the  specific 
claims  arising  out  of  the  proceedings  of  the  "Alabama,"  and  vessels  of  that  class, 
has  not  hitherto  been  matter  of  controversy  between  the  two  Governments,  but  has  been 
mooted  in  its  present  shape  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  alone  ;  and  there  is  no  such 
similarity  between  the  two  classes  of  claims  as  would  admit  of  their  being  dealt  with  by 
the  same  process. 

It  may  be,  however,  and  Her  Majesty's  Government  would  gladly  learn  that  it  was 
the  case,  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  agree  to  waive  the  question  of  the 
alleged  premature  recognition  of  belligerent  rights,  and  are  satisfied  to  go  to  arbitration 
on  the  first  or  "Alabama"  class  of  claims;  provided  that  all  claims  whatever,  on  either 
side,  arising  out  of  the  events  of  the  war  are  equally  submitted  to  arbitration,  so  "  that 
they  may  be  adjusted  by  one  and  the  same  form  of  tribunal,  with  like  and  the  same 
forms,  and  on  principles  common  to  all." 

This,  however,  from  the  nature  of  things  is  impracticable :  the  one  class,  or  the 
specific  claims,  such  as  those  arising  out  of  the  proceedings  of  the  "  Alabama"  and  such 
vessels,  depend  for  their  settlement  on  the  solution  of  what  may  be  called  an  abstract 
question,  namely,  "whether  in  the  matters  connected  with  the  vessels  out  of  whose 
depredations  the  claims  of  American  citizens  have  arisen,  the  course  pursued  by  the 
British  Government,  and  those  who  acted  under  its  authority,  was  such  as  would  involve 
a  moral  responsibility  on  the  part  of  the  British  Government  to  make  good,  either  in 
whole  or  in  part,  the  losses  of  American  citizens ;"  the  other,  or  general  class  of  claims, 
admit  of  no  such  narrow  restriction.  The  number  of  claims  in  this  class  on  either  side 
may  be  great,  the  circumstances  of  each  more  or  less  different,  and  the  points  involved 
in  them  complicated  in  their  nature  and  bearing ;  and  on  these  grounds  alone  it  is  obvious 
that  they  cannot,  like  those  of  the  "  Alabama"  class,  be  comprised  within  a  single  propo- 
sition applicable  in  principle  to  all,  and  bringing  all  within  the  compass  of  a  single 
decision  of  an  arbiter. 

The  reply  which  Mr.  Seward  will  return  to  your  communication  of  this  despatch 
will,  it  may  be  hoped,  clear  up  the  obscurity  which  rests  upon  the  answer  received  through 
Mr.  Adams  to  my  despatch  of  the  9th  of  March.  Her  Majesty's  Government,  you  will 
say,  abide  by  their  proposals,  as  set  forth  in  that  despatch.     Within  the  limits  set  forth  in 
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that  despatch  they  are  prepared  to  go  to  arbitration  in  regard  to  the  "  Alabama"  and 
such  like  claims,  on  the  condition  that  simultaneously  with  the  reference  of  those  claims 
to  arbitration,  an  agreement  is  entered  into  between  the  two  Governments  for  the  adjudi- 
cation of  general  claims  by  a  Mixed  Commission. 

I  am,  &c. 
(Signed)  STANLEY. 

P.S. — You  will  read  this  despatch  to  Mr.  Seward  and  furnish  him  with  a  copy  of  it. 
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